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Continued from No. 8. 
nessee (Mr. ARNOLD] would withdraw his motion 
io commit. , : 

Mr. ARNOLD wihdrew his motion; and the 
amendment was received. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had offered the amendment, 
inorder that the bill, if passed at all, should be 
passed in the precise manner recommended by the 
President. In order to show this, he would call 
‘attention to the paragtaph in the message of the 
President: 

“| recommend to Congress to take into con- 
sideration the propriety of reimbursing a fine im- 

d on General Jackson at New Orleans, at the 
iime of the attack ard defence of that city, and 
aid by him. Without designing any reflection on 
ihe judicial tribunal which imposed the fine, the 
remission, at this day, may be regarded as not un- 
just or inexpedient.”* 

His amendment would have the effect of return- 
ing the fine without reflecting upon the judicial 
iibunal by which it was imposed. The President 
wentfurther,in the same spirit, aud recommended the 
remission of the fine on the principle that the Judge 
was executing faithfully the duties of his office; 
that the tveatment of bim, and the trial of Louallier 
bya court-maruial appointed by Gen. Jackson, 
were violations of Jaw; and the remission of the 
fine was a mere act of obiivion, without impair- 
ing, but, On the contrary, confirming the propriety 
ot the action of the Judge. The President said: 
“Without designing any reflection on the judicial 
tribunal which imposed the fine, the remission, at 
this day, may be regarded as not unjust or inexpe- 
dient.” He hoped the House would observe the 
cautious phraseology of this passage. The Presi- 
dent did not say that the remission would not be 
unjust or inexpedient, but that “it may be so re- 
garded.” 


Again, the President says: ‘‘The voice of the 
civil authority was heard amidst the glitter of arms, 
and obeyed by those who held the sword; thereby 
giving additional usire toa memorable military 
achievement.” What was the meaning of this? 
The voice ef the civil authority was heard and 
obeyed. What was that but an acknowledg- 
ment of the justice of the act? It was assigned 
by the President, as a motive for passing the bill, 
that General Jackson obeyed the judgment of the 
court. Farther, the President said: “It can hard- 
be doubted that it would be gratifying to the war- 
worn veleran, now in retirement and in the winter 
of his days, to be relieved from the circumstances 
in which that judgment placed him.” Certainly, 
se far as the payment of money was cencerned, he 
bad no doubt that the remission would be very 
gratifying; but whether the “‘war-worn veteran” 
was willing to accept a donation on that princi- 
ple, was another question. 


The President next proceeded to lay down a 
punciple of exwaordinary importance; and the 
more so, because the President had recommended 
the passage of this bill in discbarge of what he con- 
ceived to be his duty. What did he say? ‘There 
are cases in which public funciionaries may be 
called on to weigh the public interest against their 
Own personal hazards; and if the civil law be vio- 

ted from praiseworthy motives, or an overruling 
Sense of public danger and public necessity, punish- 
ment may well be restrained within. that limit 
Which asserts and maintains the authority of the 
law, and the subjection of the mililary to the civil 
power.” Punishment—that was the word. Gen. 
Jackson was to be relieved from the punishment 
inflicted upen him for a violation of the Constitu- 
lion and laws. The punishment was to be remitted. 
Again: “The defence of New Orleans, while it 
saved a city from the hands of the enemy, placed 

hame of General Jackson among those of the 
greatest captains of the age, and illustrated one of 
ightest pages of our histery.” It was, then, 
ence of New Orleans, the brilliant victory 
hen achieved, and not the imprisonment of Judge 
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Hali—not the subjection of Louallier to trial by a 
court martial, appointed by Jackson, which gave a 
claim to the remission ef the fine. The question 
was, whether, in consideration of these services, 
General Jackson ought not to be relieved from the 
circumstances which this righteous judgment had 
inflicted upon him. 


The President thus concluded the paragraph to 
which he referred: ‘‘Now that the causes of excite- 
ment existing at the time have ceased to operate, it 
is believed that the remission of this fine, and 
whatever of gratification that remission might 
cause the eminent man who incurred and paid it, 
would be in accordance with the general feeling 
and wishes of the American people.” Now, he 
would not deny that the American people wished 
this fine to be paid back. It might beso. At 
least a portion of them wished it—a portion com- 
monly called “the Democratic party.” He would 
remark that the party which pushed this measure 
with such solicitude in the State Legislatures and 
in this body—where, from their extreme anxie'y to 
avoid discussion, they wished to call the previous 
question—had an additional motive, besides that of 
relieving the ‘“‘war-worn veteran” from the cir- 
cumstances under which this righteous judgment 
placed him. Much had been recenily said about 
setting up the Presidency at auction, as the prmto- 
rian guards once did in the Romanempire. He 
must say, if auctioneeripg was to elect the 
next President, that this measure—not of Anglo- 
Saxon, Ang!o-Irish, or Anglo-Scotch, but of French 
origin, operating first on the Legislature of New 
York—was one of the best auction schemes that 
had entered into the campaign. All this desire of 
the people to have General Jackson’s fine remitted, 
was bul a species of auctioneering for the Presi- 
dency. The good-will of General Jackson was 
courted by all the divisions of the Democratic 
party. From the first proposition of the measure 
in the Legislature of New York, to its late sauc- 
tion in the Legislature of South Carolina—the land 
of the bloody bill—every effort made in its behalf 
was traceable to auctioneering for the Presidency. 


Rumors were afloat—he could not, of course, 
vouch for their trath—that the great presidential 
question between the various divisions of the Dem- 
ocratic party, was to be ultimately decided by Gen. 
Jackson himself. It seemed to be given out that 
he was to be the president of the national Demo- 
cratic convention; and who knew what the result 
would be? Such were the rumors which were 
afloat. From what the House had seen, it was 
clear that all the divisions of the party were bum- 
ble suitors for the good-will or neutrality of Gen. 
Jackson. He did not expressly assign the para- 
graph in the message of the President to that pur- 
pose. The President alone knew what were his 
motives; and, therefore, he (Mr. A.) would not say 
that this was a bid in the great auction, If it was, 
however, a bid, he would say that it was nota very 
good one. He thought the “‘war-worn veteran” 
would say. that such a bid wont do. At any rate, 
he wished to have the trial made, by putting the 
bill in precisely the same terms recommended by 
the President, in order to see whether the ‘‘war- 
worn veteran” would take it. 


He then called for the reading of the concluding 
portion of his resolution; and it wasread. The 
House would perceive, from this, that he proposed 
to instruct the committee to inquire and report 
whether this would come under that class of cases 
to which the President referred as justifying a 
violation of the civil law. He wished the fact to 
be reported to the House. Should the bill pass in 
the form asked for by General Jackson, it would, 
in effect, become the law of the land in all future 
time. Should it be passed, it would be recognising 
the right of a commander of the army to declare 
martial law, and prosirate every righ: of the citi- 
zen. There was no alternative icft. ‘Phe bill must 
either be passed in the form recommended by the 
President, or it would recognise a violation of the 
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laws. One thing orthe other must be done. The 
question was, whether the House would consent to 
pass the bill in such a shapeas to sanction the prin- 
ciple that the commander of the army bas the pow- 
er to declare martial law by bis own authority, and 
without instructions from the Government, and 
thus take away the privileges, property, and lives 
of citizens at his pleasure. Sanction this, and 
your children tothe latest day will be subject to 
martial law atthe fiat not only of the President, 
but of a commander of an army. You must re- 
mit the fine, and at the same time recognise the 
punishment, or do as General Jackson demands— 
stigmatize the character of adead man who had 
the courage and the nerve to discharge his duty. 
This, too, must be done when the judge has been 
dead twenty or twenty-five years, and no friend here 
to vindicate his acts. ' 


Afier some further remarks from Mr. A., the 
Speaker announced the expiration of that portion 
ot his hour that remained over from yesterday. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he thought the gen- 
tleman’s hour was up. 

Mr. EVERETT said the question was a new 
one, an amendment having becn offercd, and the 
gentleman was entitled to his hour. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied that if a gen- 
tleman might thus renew questions, he might go on 
to »peak forever. 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania bad the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said that he designed 
not to enter entirely into the discussion on this sub- 
ject, but to address himself to—— 

Mr. ADAMS rose, amidst a confused noise of 
voices, and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS said he claimed the benefit of the 
rules, according to previous practice. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, unless there was 
an appeal, be should not yield the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS retorted that the gentleman was 
not entitled to the floor, and he (Mr. A.) claimed 
it, according to the practice of the extra sessicn, at 
which one gentleman made a speech of two hours” 
length by simply changing the question atthe ex- 
piration of his first hour. 

Mr. WISE begged leave to siate a fact in justi- 
fication of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER, however, went en to explain 
the case to which allusion had been made; and he 
was understood to say that there was not a two 
hours’ speech made, as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis had averred; but when the gentleman 
wit) had the floor got through his hour, a new ques- 
tion was made, and the same gentleman got the 
floor on that new question. There was not a con- 
tinuance of a speech by a change of the question 
by the gentleman on the floor; and if it were al- 
lowed, it must be obvious to the House that it 
would operate as a repeal of the hour rule, and a 
gentleman might, in that way, speak a week. 

Mr. WISE reminded the Chair that, at the 
extra session, he attempted to do what the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts now wished to do; but 
the Speaker overruled him, and the Chair was sus- 
tained by the House. 

Mr. WINTHROP iagquired if, during the dis- 
cussion on the bankrupt law, this rule had not been 
dispensed with. He was understood to refer to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Gorpom,] 
who spoke some days ago, and again yesterday, 
on that bill. [A member was heard to say that the 
question was then in a different shape.] To bring 
the question before the House, he appealed from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER explained, that when the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Gorpow] spoke some 
days ago, the question was in a different shape; and 
that, it having been changed, he again got the floor 
yesterday, which was not inconsistent with the 
rule. 


Mr. WINTHROP said the gentleman from 
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Massachusetts spoke this morning onder a new 
motion; end it was not a tase of a gentleman who 
made a motion, to lengthen his time to speak. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Massachusetis occupied half an hour yesterday, 
and he had the floor this morning, to occupy the 
residue of his time; and therefore he was not en- 
titled to farther time, because, in the course of his 
speech, he submitted an amendment. 

Mr. WINTHROP withdrew his appeal. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then resumed his 
speech, but for some time he was scarcely audible 
above the hum of conversation which prevailed 
through the ball. He was, however, understood 
to say that be should confine himself to an answer 
to the speech of Uoe gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Avams,] reserving himself for a future op- 
portunity to discuss the matter at large, when he 
should come fally and fairly before the House and 
the couytry; and he could assure the gentleman 
from “Massachusetts that he should treat him with 
al) proper courtesy and respect. But he might now 
congratulate him.and the House, that, after a 
month’s inexplicable silence, he had at length re- 
covered his speech; and, in addition to that, he 
congratulated the gentleman from Massachasetts 
on his return—he would not say to the pretorian 
guard, or to any other guard; for, if his reading 
was correct, the preetorian guard not only put up 
at auction the Roman empire, but they sold it to a 
negro—-but he congratulated bim on his return to 
presidential support. He, (Mr. I.,) however, 
would say that the presidential message had not 
prompted his action, And this he would say, that, 
ashe was the only member of this House who 
stood upon that floor on the 6th February, 1815, 
when the news of the victory of New Orleans ar- 
rived—and never could he forget it—so he was 
the author of the modest bill on the table, excul- 
paung the judge, and removing the stain from one 
individual, without communicating any tarnish to 
the other. 

As he was here in 1815, and was here now, with 
a heart full of gratitude to Andrew Jackson— 
though,’as he was reminded on a former occasion, 
General Jackson thrust him from office, [laughter;] 
and therefore he (Mr. I.) was under no obligation 
to him—he acted here with respect certainly for the 
President, but without caring what the President 
had recommended. He acted because his imme- 
diate constituents had sent here many petitions, and 
urged him at the last session to bring the matter 
to the consideration of Congress. In that he had 
motive for action; and the House would do him 
the justice to observe thal, having, by great good 
fortane, navigated a little bill through the perilous 
difficulties of a committee, in which the Speaker 
knew he was in a very humble minority—and 
having presented a report there, through the kind- 
ness of his associates on that committee, (with 
whom he had enjoyed the most pleasant personal 
intercourse, as be hoped he should continne to do.) 
and a gentleman from Georgia, who was not here 
this session, but who at the last session gave him 
his countenance and support,—he repeated, he 
hoped the House would do him the justice to 
observe tbat he had waited for no recommenda- 
tion from a gentleman sometimes called John Ty- 
ler, sometimes Captain Tyler, and sometimes the 
President of the United States, signifying that it 
should be done; but he had acted upon those 
things of which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
was the special champion—thbe petitions of the peo- 
ple—particularly his own constituents. He had 
not even wanted the promptings cf Maj. Davezac 
or Captain Anybody; but be had acted on that for 
which he hoped he should bave credit, and that he 
should not be included in the cruel imputations 
and the unsparing disparagement with which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts bad this morning 
assailed the motives of every gentleman who had 
taken partin this debate. Under all the circum- 
stances, in what he had said and done, he hoped 
his motives might not be supposed to be what they 
were not. He had, however, risen for the pur- 


pose— 

The SPEAKER here, by the falling of bis mal- 
let, announced to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that the morning hour had expired. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said he was called by 


some extraordinary circumstances to go home to- 
morrow; and, if he might be allowed to go on to- 
day, he would be glad to do so. [Cries of “Let 
him go on.” 

Tbe SPEAKER was about to put the question 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
be allowed to proceed? when 

Mr. EVERETT objected. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of 
the rales, that he might be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER put the question on that mo- 
tion; on which, there were 97 in the affirmative, 
and 70 in the negative. The motion was lost— 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL afterwards said he wouid 
remain until to-morrow, for the purpose of finish- 
ing his remarks. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the orders of the day, 
viz: private bills. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the House resume 
the consideration of the bill for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; and he expressed a hope that the 
question might be taken to-day. 

The SPEAKER said the motion of the genile- 
man from Vermont would require a suspension 
of the rules. \ 

Mr. EVERETT moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the yeas and nays: 
and they were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 

113, nays 90;-which was less than a majority of 
two-thirds, and, therefore, the motion did not 
prevail. 


On motion of Mr. COWEN, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole; and 
the following bills, to which no objections were 
made, were severally considered and laid aside to 
be reported to thejHouse: 

A bill for the relief of Asahel Lee, Harvey Lee, 
and Samuel Lee. 

A bill for the relief of John Coxe. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas D. Gilson. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph R. Chandler. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs or the assignees 
ef the heirs of Isaac Todd and James McGill. 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Britton. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dunham, 

A bill for the relief of David Allspach. 

A bill for the relief of James E. Hunt and 
others. 

A bill for the relief of Conrad House. 

A bill for the relief of Boyd Reilly. 

A bill for the relief of George Randall, John C. 
Haskell, and E. H. Holmes. 

A bill for the relief of Robert G. Ford. 

A bill for the relief of William D. Smith. 

A bill for the relief of Catherine Wilson; and 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Major General the Baron de Kalb, 
deceased. 

Mr. FILLMORE wished to have taken up a 
bill to refund a certain sam of money which had 
been deposited in the treasury, and which could 
not be drawn therefrom without authority of jaw 
—(understood to have been deposited there by Mr. 
Forsyth. ) 

After some conversation, in which Messrs. GID- 
DINGS, COWEN, and UNDERWOOD pariici- 
pated, objection was made. 

Oa motion of Mr. COWEN, the committee then 
rose, and reported a number of bills to the House. 

The following bills were then ordered to be en- 
grosved, and afterwards read a third time, and 
passed: 

An act for the relief of Baron De Kalb. 

An act for the relief of Asahel Lee, Henry Lee, 
and Samuel Lee. 

An act for the relief of Samuel D. Tuck. 

An act for the relief of John Coxe. 

An ect forthe relief of Thomas D Gilson. 

An act for the relief of Joseph R. Chandler. 

An act for the relief of the heirs or the as- 
signees of the heirs of Isaec Todd and James 
McGill. 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Britton. 

An act for the relief Daniel Danham. 

An act for the relief of David Allspach. 









nn een aaa md 
An act for the relief of James E. Hunt ani 
others. 


An act for the relief of Conrad House. 
An act for the relief of George Randall, J, ¢, 


Haskell, and E. H. Holmes, 


An act for the relief of Robert G. Ford. 

An act for the relief of Catherine Wilson. 

An act for the relief of Boyd Reilly. 

The question then came up on the motion to rf. 


consider the vote by which the bill for the relief o 
the heirs of Philip Renault was passed. 


Mr. YOUNG addressed the House at som 


length; and then, 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, 
The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 7, 1843. 

Mr. GUSTINE presented the petition of George 
A. O’Brien, for indemnification for losses sustained 
bv his father, Richard O’Brien, Consul Genera of 
the Barbary powers previous to 1800. 

Mr. READ presented the petition of sundry citi. 
zens of Tioga county, Penn., praying fora new posi. 
route in said county, from Elkland to Middleburg; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pos 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin presented the petition 
of inhabitants of the town of Southport, Terri. 
tory of Wisconsin, numerously signed, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for a light-house a 
that town, on the western shore of Lake Michigan, 

. Mr. SOLLERS introduced the Hon. Cauaiss 
S. Sewe tt, the successor of the Hon. James W. 
Wituiams, deceased, who took the oath and his 
seat. 

Mr. BOARDMAN presented a petition of a por. 
tion of his constituents, praying for a reduction of 
the rate of postage on letters, and the adoption of 
the penny-postage system. 

Mr. HUNT offered the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing, by law,a 
mail route between the village of Lansingburgh and bti: 
coke Point (in the county of Rensselaer and State of New 
York) on the Scaghticoke and Lansingburgh turnpike road. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked the House to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from a small 
bill to establish a new judicial districtin Kentucky, 
so that it might be passed. 

Objections were made, and the committee was 
not discharged. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from House bill No. 548, being a bill to reduce 
the compensation of members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and the Delegates from 
the Territories, and to repeal all other lawson 
that subject; and that the same be made the special 
order of the day for Monday next. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved a suspension of the rule, 
and on that motion he called for the yeas an 
nays. : 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired if that subject bat 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER’s reply wasnot distinctly beard; 
but, after a few words from Mr. CUSHING, ihe 
qnestion was put on ordering the yeas and nays, 
but it was not carried. j 

Mr. ARNOLD called for tellers; but only nine 
teen rose in support of that call, and tellers wert 
not ordered. ' 

The question was then taken on the motion 
suspend the rules, and it was negatived. 

On the motion of Mr. H. DODGE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be instru 
ed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law (a 
SEE aaa Taetaeta aad of al cer O80 
ont cloned by the people of the Seerkery of Towa. 

On the motion of Mr. COLES, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed © 

exp 


report to this House whether the officers of the a 
pedition have received extra pay for their services; and, 





to report specially as to the iety of sanctioning such Pay 
ments, or of oats their repaymnest. 


On the motion ef Mr. HENRY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Ciainwsbe 
instructed to inquire into the prop 
of bounty land to John McG 


of ting 160 actes 
° Mercer county, Pt: @ 
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ier in the late war, who enlisted the Ist day of March, 18); 
— period of during the war, served in the corps ot arte 

and was discharged the 17:h March, 1815; and that said 
committee report by bill o1 otherwise. 


On the motion of Mr. McKEON, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to this House the names of the parties entitled, 
and the amounts respectively due, of the old funded and unfund.- 
ed dobt payable on presentation, 


On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com. 
municate to this flouse any reports in relation to the lake 
hartors which may have been received since his annual 


report. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objec'ed to any other 
pusiness that would interfere with the regular 
morning business. 

Tbe SPEAKER then called for reports from 
commiliees. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Commitice 
on the Judiciary, reported a biil supplemental to 
an act of the 24th of May, 1828, to continue a 
copyright to Jobn Rowlett; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. BURNELL, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of cer- 
lain persons composing the guard of marines 
of the late exploring expedition, under Lieut. 
Wilkes, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the consideration thereof, and that the said 
petition do lie on the table. 

He went on to make some observations on his 
motion, amidst frequent interruptions. 

Afier some further remarks from Mr. BUR- 


NELL, 
Mr. FESSENDEN moved to lay the motion 
upon the table. 


Mr. BURNELL called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered; and, on taking the 
question, the motion was agreed to. 

GORDON’S DIGEST. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, from the Committee on 
the Library, reported a joint-resojution providing 
for a subscription for a certain number of Gor- 
don’s Digest; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 


RETRENCHMENT. 


Mr. GILMER, in pursuance of notice given, 
introduced a bill, on leave, to abolish the offices of 
Recorder and Solicitor of the Genera! Land Office; 
which was twice read, and referred to the Commit- 
ee of the Whole House. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Bowng, in relation 
tothe fine imposed on General Jackson at New 
Orleans, by Judge Hall; the question being upon 
the amendment offered yesterday by Mr. Apams, 
lorefer the subjectto the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, with certain instructions. 


_Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who had the floor, con- 
unued his remarks commenced yesterday, and 
noticed, in the first place, an incorrect report of what 
be then said, which he found in two daily papers 
of this city. From these reports it would appear 
that he disc!aimed the weight and influence of the 
Executive recommendation on this subject; which 
Was incorrect. On the contrary, he {elt obliged to 
the President for bringing it to the notice of Con- 
gress, All that he meant to say was, that his 
course had been taken out of respect for his own 
constituents, and in consequence of petitions on 
the subject presented by them; and that he did not 


need Executive influence to induce bim to per- 
severe, 


He desired to address himself, as he said yester- 
day, to what he considered a great and important 
principle in the American Governmen!; and to no- 
ce, also, the views that had been taken in relation 
‘o this matter by the honorable and venera- 
ble gentleman from Massachusetis, whose weight 
of character attached importance to his ar- 
gument, and the method and manner in which he 

| thought proper to state those views to the 

ase. He would rather, however, in the first 

» Submit his own views of the subject, 

bh he might thereby lose what he desired to 

‘ay in reply to the honorable gentleman,) and re- 
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| cumstances. 





turn to him after he had done with that part of the 
subject. 

‘The report that he had the honor to submit to 
the House, and the bill accompany ing it, car. fully 
exonerated the jndge who imposed the fine from 
all censure; and he endeavored to comply with 
what appeared to him a sense of justice as well as 
of propriety in presenting the facts of the case, 
without casting the slightest doubt upon what was 
admitted by all—and that was, the supremacy of 
the laws. ‘There could be no liberty without law; 
and he wished to be distinctly understood as dis- 
claiming everything like the remotest intention of, 
in any manner, impairing the obligations of law. 
With these views he would, therefore, distinctly 
say, (without designing to impugn the motives of 
the judge,) now that the matter had been forced on 


| him by the arguments of the venerable gentleman 


from Massachusetis—and enforced, too, in a strain 
of contumely and obloqay on the commanding gen- 
eral who was the subject of this debate—that the 
fine he sought to have refunded was not imposed 


| by the authority of law. He desired to meet the 


issue tendered by the gentleman before the Ameri- 
can people; and, as a lawyer, he took his stand on 
the principle that, if they did not refund this mon- 
ey, the Congress of the United States would sanc- 
tion a judicial usurpation infinitely more danger- 
ous than martial law in all its most odious cir- 
We have (said Mr. I.) a pamphlet 
put into our bands, entitled “Martial Law, by a 
Kentuckian;” the author of which he did not know, 
and of whom he did not wish to speak in terms of 
disrespect, but who, it seemed to him, did not un- 
derstand the subject upon which he wrote. It ap- 
peared to him that the argument in that pamphlet 
was fallacious, the posiiions unsound, and the as- 
sumptions exiremely dangerous. He would read, 
from the third or fourth column, the following sen- 
tence: 

“The General was arraigned before the court without the in 


tervention of a jury, but according to law and universal usage 
of all courts of justice, and ordered to pay a fine,” &e. 


Sir, (said Mr. 1.) I deny the truth of the principle 
there laid down, and consider it as infiniiely more 
dangerous than martial law, of which we have 
heard so much. There is no such Jaw, and I 
undertake to convince this country of the trath 
of my assertion. He knew, (Mr. I. continued,) 
what the fate of this bill was to be—that it would 
fail; but if it did fail on the principles advanced 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the 
imposition of the fine on General Jackson was a 
righteous judgment—if it failed on the principle 
advanced in the Kentucky pamphlet which he had 
just referred to—then he would say that it failed on 
no principle of law, but on principles infinitely 
more to be dreaded than the exercise of authority 
under martial law. He repeated that he disclaim- 
ed any intention of casting imputations on the mo- 
tives of the Judge. He would cast that aside. 
Nay, he would cast aside the General himself; 
strip him of his triumphs and the Jaurels he had 
gained, and let him be taken as the vilest malefac- 
tor, and liable to punishment. But what right had 
any judge in this country to take a man by 
his mandate, and, dispensing with the trial by jury, 
to put him to torture tocompel him to answer, (for 
that was torture;) and if be did not, to inflict on 
him a fine ad libitum? If he could do that, he 
might imprison him as well as fine; and, sir, why 
not torture him? Why not torture him to death? 
Why not question him upon the rack? It was all 
comprised in this judicial discretion which the Kenl 
tucky pamphlet talked of. 
the lawyers in the House to thatissue. He meant 
to go before the country with the issue, that if 
they did not give back this money to the General, 
which was thus unlawfully taken from him, 
though he might have been a thief, a murderer— 
nay, the vilest crimioal in existence—'hey sanc- 
tioned the grossest judicial usurpation. The Judge 
proceeded in what Mr. Burke called the best and 
most authentic absurdity of form to administer the 
English common law of contempts. But was Eng- 
lish common law the law of Louisiana? Was Eng- 
lish common law the law of the United Siates? 
Would any lawyer pretend thatit was? The Su- 
preme Court, in two cases, which Mr. I. quowd, 


He challenged al-. 
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had decided that the common law is not the law 
of the United States. Sir, (said Mr. I.,) there was 
no law whatever for this, which was called by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts a righteous judg- 
ment. For this there was no law whatever, but 
the monstrous principle that it was good for a 
judge to enlarge his authority, and to protect his 
power. 


If there was no English law, then, and no statute 
law for this jadgment, are we (said Mr. I.) to be 
thrown upon the civil Jaw? Are we to be thrown 
upon that mixture cf the law of Louisiana, 
which is English, and Spanish, and French? 
What would be the consequence? Why, martial 
law was part of the civil law; we take leave of 
that of England; we are no longer in Saxon- 
dom, but we are in the countries of Roman, 
Spanish, and French jrrisprudence—countries of 
the aufo da fé and of military power; and the 
Judge acted under the very law which the Gen- 
eral was censured for declaring. He desired (Mr. 
I. said) to be told what authority this Judge had 
for this righteous judgment. He knew that it 
was very easy for a brother judge, or a bigoted 
lawyer, to make out a jostification for him; and, as 
applicable to the readiness with which some of ihe 
legal profession would sanction such abuses of ju- 
dicial power, he begged leave to quote a passage 
or two from Mr. Hallam, the best writer on con- 
stitutional law that he knew. Mr. I. then read the 
following: 

‘Time changes anomaly into system, and injury into right; 
example begets custom, and custom ripens into law; and the 
doubtful precedent of one generation, becomes the fundamental 
maxim of another. : 

“With the usual bigotry of lawyers defending every preten- 
sion or abuse to which their received standards of authority 
give asanction.”’ 

Yes, sir, (said Mr. I.,) that is what emboldened 
the Kentucky pampbleteer to say that “the General 
was arraigned before the court, without the interven- 
tion ofa jury, but according to the universal usage 
ef courts of justice, and ordered to pay a fine.” 
He knew that he was speaking here in the pres- 
ence of a great majority of the profession of which 
he was an humble member, of which he desired to 
speak without disparagement; but guarding against 
the bigotry of a profession defending every pre- 
tension or abuse to which their received standards 
of authority gave sanction. 

Sir, (said Mr. 1.,) the moment we come to the 
principles and elements of justice, without what 
Mr. Jefferson called “lubberiy law books,” there 
is no foundation of this righteous judgment? 
Would it be endured in any State in the 
Union? Every gentleman knew that, in 1831, 
an act of Congress was passed limiting the pow- 
ers of the courts in cases of contempts, and 
restricting the exercise of their authority in such 
cases to heir own officers, attorneys, and witnesses, 
or to direct obstruction of their administration. 
Why, when this Judge returned tb New Orleans, did 
he not bring his action of trespass against the 
commanding general? Why did he make the law 
in his own case, administer the law, and execute 
the law? Are we, (said Mr.I.,) the Congress of 
the United States at this time, to keep in our pos- 
session a fund extorted in this way? He wished 
to avoid this question; but it bad been forced on 
him by the arguments of the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts; and he met it, therefore, 
without hesitation. He denied that there was any 
law to sustain the Judge in his arbitrary pro- 
ceedings. He denied that any judge bad the right 
to proceed in thisway. He denied that there was 
any statute or any common law to justify him. 
He denied that there was any law whatever, un- 
less they fell into those codes of which martial 
law-was a portien. Mr. I. then referred to the 
bills passed refunding the fines imposed on Holt 
and Lyon, under the alien and s2dition laws, in con- 
sequence of the prevailing opinion that those laws 
were unjust and tyrannical. Mr. L., after a few 
more observations on this branch of the subject, 
explained what he considered martial law to be; 
premising tbat he dissented from Mr. Kendall’s 
article in the Democratic Review, (which had 
been put into his bands since he began to address 
the House,) as well as the opinions of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts on this subject. also 


27g ge 
sates 


o 
‘ 






= 
PON oe mae 


ey 
¢ 


Ul 


pnt ae as as A) i nae eal 
a ana abadht mci tesa ea a 


he ae 
aes 


Soest Maar Seoeae 


ie Sey re 
ft om 
SEE ihe gi, 


“” 


aad 


+ 
ee 
& 

, 
e 
| 
=, 
$2) 
¢ 
# 

Eh 

i 
% 
oe 


nen 
SREY +8 


Bip? 
bad oss Gao A 


Ppa. 


oO Rs 


ay 


ra a 
cehaed - ae » 


4 Sey ‘ - 
a wae eee eee a 


132 


explained ‘the distinction between martial and mil- || | mattial and mil- 
itery law. Martial law, according to his ideas, 
was nothing more than extreme necessity. A dec- 

laration of war authorizes every species and con- 
trivance of cestruction, as the inevitable means of 
ulterior good. It is the law of mere and sheer 
necessity, substituted for all common, enacied, or 
judicial law—analogous to the cases of self-protec- 
tion from personal violence, when life may be 
taken in self-defence, relying on fature justification 
by due course of law. General Jackson found 
bimself with an undisciplined and inferior force 
before a large army, composed of well-disciplined 
veterans, stimulated by the promise of “beauty and 
booty,” from whom it was indispensably necessary, 
and his duty, to save the city and inhabitants com- 
mitted to his charge; and he was, by the same 
principle, constituted the best, if not the only, judge 
of what was indispensably necessary. Under these 
circumstances, he proclaimed martial law, assu- 
ming the responsibility, throwing himself upon the 
jastice of his country for bis justification. Mar- 
tiai law, then, was the law of extreme necessity — 
such as ‘would authorize aby individual to arrest, 

without waiting for the process of a magistrate, a 
man who was about to commila murder, or firea 
house. 

Mr. I. said, that in Blackstone’s Commentaries, 
and in Hale, these principles would be found phi- 
losophically ‘and satis! factorily explained. Pie gis. 
avowed Mr. Apams’s doctrine, that ™. ria) law is 
the constant attendant of war, and Mr. Kendall’s 
position, tbat martial lat; js always the law of a 
camp in time of War. He agreed in the principle 
asserted by "ar. Livingston, as his opinion was 
given in Mr. Kendall’s view of this subject—that 
ma*‘cal law, distinguishable from military law, is 
the oceasional and temporary application of ex- 
treme force to the furtherance of a great belligerent 
purpose. Genera! Jackson’s proclamation of mar- 
tial law was nothing more than notice that the state 
of things in New Orleans required the application 
of that absolute power which dispensed with all the 
ordivary course of law, and that be assumed the 
responsibility of making such application. 

‘fhe morning hour having expired, Mr. I. asked 
a few minates longer, to enable him to finish what 
he had to say. 

Objections being made, with cries of “Go on; go 
on”— 

‘ir. CLIFFORD moved to suspend the rules; 
which motion prevailing— 

Mr. INGERSOLL continued; and, after further 
commenting on martial law, and explaining the 
distinction between it and. the ordinary laws 
of war, he proceeded to express his regrets at 
the manner and tendency of the remarks of 
te gentleman from Massachusetts on this sub- 
ject, very different from the manner in which one 
past President should speak of another, and con- 
trary to what Gen. Jackson would do under like 
circumstances asto Mr. Apams. He hoped that 
he, upon reflection, would regret many things that 
he had said, and would think that many parts of his 
speech had better have been left unsaid. He [Mr. 
Apams] had characterized the refunded fine asa 
pension to a past President; which was not a candid 
view of it. But suppose it was: had not the gen- 
tleman from Massachasetts lately voted a much 
larger pension to the widow of another past Presi- 
dent? which surely was a much stronger case. 
Mr. I. had voted with him on that occasion, and 
felt no regret at having done so, as he believed it 
was right, as he bad heard the late Wm. Lowndes 

vay that pensions, when individuated by act of 
Congress, ate not inconsistent with our republican 
Government. The venerable gentleman from 
Massachusetts himself is in fact a pensioned past 
President, for he enjoys, by virtue of that office, 
the franking privilege, which, though small in 
amount, is the same thing in principle. After 
thas, with an ungenerous fling, denouncing an act 
of justice as a pension, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts next proceeded to speak contemptuous'y 
of it as a donation, which he (Mr. I.) also emphati- 
cally denied it to be 

Sir, (said Mr. 1.) Tenvy the gentleman from 
Massachusetts his large instrumentality, first as 
Secretary ef State, and afterwards as President of 
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the ‘United States, in that most munificent of re- 
publican donations, the grant to Lafayette; and I 
trust that that venerable gentleman would not 
rather bestow on a French foreigner than his own 
immediate countryman such donations asthe re- 
wards of inestimable public service. 

Lastly, and worse than all, the gentleman spoke 
of it as a charity, aftera night’s reflection on the 
subject; and contumeliously said that he would give 

a farthing of alms to the war-worn veteran—“ Date 
bolum Belisario.” If this sarcastic charity had been 
even charitably mentioned, there might be some ex- 
case for it; but as it fell from the venerable member, 
I submit to his own sense of charity, that it was 
an uncharitable sarcasm. General Jackson needs 
no charity—no pecuniary help; all he desires is, 
that Congress should wipe a stain from his renown— 
should not suffer him to go to posterity, and be 
tarnished in history as a violator of law and 
usurper of despotic power. Mr, I. regretted, for 
the honor of the country, that one ex-President 
should speak in such terms of contumely of another. 

Mr. I. next referred to Mr. Apams's adriirable 
vindication of General Jackson for ‘..; invasion of 
Florida, and his course with regard to Arbuthnot 


and Ambrister, whi~’, ne said was so powerful and 
laminous an » argument on the necessity of the case, 
that “ae British Government was satisfied, and con- 

vinced that, if we had not law, we had justice on 
our side. 

Invading the Spanish territories without order 
or authority, capturing their forts, hanging an In- 
dian chief witheut the form of trial, executing two 
British interlopers, after a mere form of tria!—all 
the high handed, but justifiable proceedings of 
Gen. Jackson in his Seminole campaign, were jus- 
tified by Mr. Secretary Adams, on the same plea of 
indispensable necessity for the public safety which 
Mr. I. now asserted as the General’s justification. 
He did not refer to this probably the best of all 
Mr. Adams’s state-papers, in order to infer from 
it inconsistency with that gentleman’s present po- 
sition, but as the true doctrine then, as it was in 
1815. After a few farther observations, Mr. I.'s 
hour expired. 

Mr. W. O. BUTLER next obtained the floor, 
but was precluded from addressing the House by 
the expiration of the morning hour. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN KENTUCKY. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
then resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. McKewnnan in the 
chair,) and took up “A bill to divide the State of 
Kentucky into two judicial districts.” 

At the suggestion of Mr. FILLMORE, the bill 
was so amended as to fix the salaries of the mar- 
sbals and attorneys at $200 per annum, instead of 
‘the same as allowed in other districts.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN made an ineffectual effort 
to have taken up a bill to change the judicial dis- 
trict in Maine. 

The committee then rese, and reported the bill to 
the House. 

The amendment fixing the compensation of the 
marshals and attorneys at the stated sum of $200 
was adopted, and the bill ordered to its engross- 
ment. 

It was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved that the House go 
into committee on the bill in relation to the judicial 
districts of Maine. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the 
House go into committee for the purpose of taking 
up the bill to establish an additional land district 
in Mississippi, and urged the necessity of a speedy 
passage of the said bill. 

After some conversation between various mem- 
bers and the Speaker, 

Mr. FESSENDEN moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole generally. 

The motion was not carried. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Philip Ren- 
ault came up in order. 

Mr. BIRDSEYE addressed the House at length 
in favor of the bill. 

At the request of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
bill was informally passed over, in order to take up 
the following bill, the objection made to which had 
been withdrawn: 
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“A bill supplementary to the act of the 94 
re 1828, to continue a copyright to John Row. 
ett.” 

It was ordered to its engrossment, and then Tead 
a third time, and passed. 

Mr. PARMENTER withdrew his objections 
the bill for the relief of Wm. D. Smith. 

The discussion of the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Philip Renault was resumed, and continued 
by Mr. MOORE in favor of, and Mr. WM. Cost 
JOHNSON against the claim. 

At twenty minutes past 3, Mr. TILLINGHAsT 
obtained the floor; but the desire for an adjourn. 
ment was so great, that he was obliged to yield the 
floer. 

A motion for an adjournment was made, but 
momestarily withdrawn at the request of several 
gentlemen. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD offered the following reso. 
lution, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the letter of Jeremiah Lukins to J. R, Up. 
derwood be referred to the Committee for the District of Co. 
lumbia, with instructions to inquire into the expediency of 

urchasing for the Government the clock mentioned in said 
etter. 


Mr. J. C. EDWARDS offered the following res. 
olution, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the map of the western boundary of Mis. 
souri, made out by Seth Lea, accompanying the report of 
said survey, be Pprinted, provided the printing of said map 
shall not exceed $6 per hundred copies. 


Mr. BRIGGS attempted to introduce a resolv. 
tion instructing the Committee on Accounts to al- 
low pay to such members of the House as might 
have been detained from its service by sickness, 
or who should have started from home in time to 
have reached the Capitol by the first Monday in 
December, and were prevented by snows, floods, 
upsetting, accidents, and other impediments, 

The resolation was objected to. 

Mr. M. BROWN gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave, at the earliest opportunity, to intro- 
duce “‘a bill to authorize the appointment of a dis. 
trict judge for the district of West Tennessee, and 
the northern district of Mississippi.” 

The SPEAKER submitted several Executive 
communications, viz: 

A communication from the War Department, 
in answer to a resolution of the House, calling for 
information as to the practicability of draining the 
everglades of Florida: referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Treasury Depart 
ment, asking for an appropriation to carry into el- 
fect the act of the 9th August, 1842, for the re- 
lief of David M. Hughes, Charles Shipman, and 
John Henderson: laid on the table. 

. On motion of Mr. CUSHING, the House then 
adjourned. 


Mr. CROSS, under the resolution of the House 
adopted on the subject, referred to the appropriate 
committees the following petitions, to wit: 

The petition of Joseph Wilson, of Phillips 
county, Arkansas, praying the allowance of a pen 
sion. 

The petition of sundry citizens fof Independence 
and Searcy caqunties, in said State, for the estab 
lishment of a mail route from Batesville to Leba- 
non; and 

The petition of Elizabeth Davis, praying indem- 
pity for property destroyed by British soldiers 0 
the destruction of the Treasury building in 1814. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 9, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Post Office Department, 
transmitting a report in compliance with a resole- 
tion of the Senate of 27th July last, showing wha! 
reduction of the number of miles on which pos 
agesare now charged, in the several cases designate! 
by law, would be necessary to introduce the Feder: 
al coinage, so as not to diminish the ageregatt 
revenues of the Post Office Department; which ¥#, 
on motion by Mr. MERRICK, referred to the Com- 
mitiee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordet- 


ed to be printed ihe 
Also, laid before the Senate a resolution of 
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the propriety of holding the present session of that 


assembly, and condemning the course of the Gov- 
enor in refusing to meet it; which, on motion of 
Mr. ALLEN, was ordered to be prin ed, and refer- 
red to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CONRAD presented a memoria! from Wm. 
A. Bradley, and other citizens of the District of Co- 
jumbia, praying that an association may be incor- 

rated in Washington city, to be called the Gas- 
light Company: referred to the Committee on 
ihe District of Columbia. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial from John 
Gregory & Co., merchants, of New Orleans, pray- 
ing that they may be indemnified for a certain sum 
of money Which was transmitted by the United 
States mail, and lost between the cities of New 
Orleans and New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from sev- 
eral merchants of New York, urging that the 
bankrupt law is unconstitutional, destructive of the 
rights of the creditor, and praying for its uncondi- 
tional repeal: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. W. also presented a memorial from mer- 
chants of New York, praying for such a modifica- 
tion of the tariff of duties on cottons as will enable 
trade to be carried on in fine cottons. Also, a me- 
morial from certain hardware merchants of the 
city of New York, praying such a modification of 
ihe tariff of duties on bardware as to give a prop- 
erad valorem duty on imports of that character; 
which memorials were referred to the Committee 
on Manofactures. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented memorials from 
citizens of Norwich, Wooster, and Donaldsonville, 
Connecticut, praying an appropriation to remove 
obstructions from, and to improve the navigation 
of the Thames river; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. H. also presented a memorial from citizens 
of the United States, praying Congress to pass a 
law extending the time allowed by law for laying 
down railroad iron imported free of duty: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, presented a memorial from sundry proprie- 
lors, captains, agents, and pilots in the several 
lines of steamboats plying to and from the city of 
New York, praying that the law requiring iron 
rods to be used fore and aft on board of steamboats, 
be modified so as to enable hemp to be used for 
liller ropes, &c.; and praying that they may be re- 
lieved from the penalties incurred under the law: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was order- 
ed that the petition of Charles Larabee, for an in- 
crease of pension, be taken from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, it was ordered that 
the memorial of the president and directors of the 
Georgetown College, praying for an act of incorpora- 
tion, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAFTS presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Vermont, requesting the Rep- 
resentatives and instructing the Senators from that 
State to vote for the repeal of the bankrupt law: 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, resolutions responding to the resolutions 
passed by the Legislature of New York, in favor 
of the abolition of the franking privilege, and in 
favor of a reduction of the rates of letter postage, 
and instructing their Senators to vote accordingly: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions passed by that Legislature, re- 
questing the Representatives, and instructing their 

Senators from that State, to vote for the extension, 
for five years, of the law granting commutation to 
widows: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by the Legislature of 
that State in favor of abolishing slavery in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories. 

The question of reception was raised; when 
— NG moved to lay that question on the 

e. 

‘Mr. TAPPAN said, if he understood the mat- 

ter, it was not an abolition petition, but the resolu- 
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tion of the Legislature of a sovereign State—Ver- 
mont; and was not therefore involved within the 
rule. 

The CHAIR remarked that resolutions of the 
Legislatures of the States, upon the subject of 
abolition, fell under the operations of the rule, to 
the same extent as abvlition petitions. 

The question was then put on the motion to lay 
the question of reception on the table, and decided 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the credentials of his 
friend and colleague, Wm. ALLEN, who has been 
elected by the Legislature of Ohio a Senator in the 
Congress of the United States for a term of six 
years from the 4th of March, 1843. 


Mr. MILLER presented a memorial against the 
repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Also presented a memorial, signed by 180 mer- 
chants, traders, and mechanics of Alexandria, ask- 
ing Congesss to recharter the Bank of the Po- 
tomac and the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria for 
a period of ten years: referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 


Mr. FULTON presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, request- 
ing the Representative and instructing the Sena- 
tors from that State to vote for the bill to refund to 
Generai Jackson the fine and costs imposed on him 
by Judge Hall at New Orleans. 

Mr. FULTON expressed a hope, as so many 
resolutions of instruction from the Legislatures of 
the States had been presented on the subject of this 
fine, (which had been so unjustly imposed,) that the 
bill would be speedily acted upon in the Judiciary 
Committee, reported to the Senate, and finally 
passed. 

Mr. F. also presented resolutions from the same 
source, in favor of further appropriations to com- 
plete the forts on the frontiers of Arkansas: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, it was or- 
dered that the petition of Joseph Campeau, in rela- 
tion to aclaim to land, be taken from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr. W. also presented a petition from John R. 
Williams, praying that a warrant for a certain 
tract of land may be patented: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Richmond, Virginia, 
urging that the bankrupt law was destructive of 
all confidence between man and man, and asking 
for its unconditional repeal: referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 


Mr. KERR presented a memorial from a large 
number of the citizens of Baltimore, against the 
repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that they do pass 
a bill for the relief of Samuel Hambleton; 
an 

House bill for the relief of the administrator of 
John Jackson. 

Also, reported back from the same committee, 
House bill for the relief of Dexter Hungerford, of 
Watertown, Jefferson county, New York, with a 
recommendation that it do net pass. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Samuel 
Grice, praying for indemnity for property lost in 
Florida; which was ordered to be printed and laid 
on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of Ezekiel Wade, praying remuneration for 
property destroyed during the revolutionary war; 
and an adverse report on the petition of Lucretia 
Haymaker, heir-at-law of John Bowen, for bounty 
land; which reports were ordered to be printed, and 
laid on the table. 

Mr. BAYARD from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to regulate enlistments in the army, navy, and 
marine corps. 
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_ Mr. CONRAD, submitted-the-foltowing resolu- 
tion, which lies over for the present: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to honnies into the expediency of repealing eo much 
of the act, entitled “An act respecting the organization of the 
army, and for other purposes,’ nical August 23, 1842, as pro- 
Vides that the second regiment of dragvons shall, from and atter 


the 4thday of March next, be converted. into a regiment of 
riflemen. 


On motion of Mr.. WOODBRIDGE, it was — 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate such information ag May be in the pos 
session of the War Department, not heret®fore communicated, 
relative te ae existing impediment to the convenient naviga- 
tion oflake St. Clair, and relative to the sufficiency of the 
harbors, and safety of the commerce, on the upper lakes, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, House 
bill entitled ‘An act for the payment of seven 
companies of Georgia militia for services rendered 
in the years 1840 and 1841.” 

Also, reported back, from the same commiliee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill for the relief of Thom- 
as Copeland. 

Mr. BARROW submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
the Senate why the appropriation made by Congress, at the 
last session, for Fort Livingston, in the State of Loulsiana, has 
been withheld from the officer superintending the construction 
of that work; and, also, by virtue of what law, or by whose au- 
thority, said appropriation was withheld; and whether the ap- 
propriation has been expended on any of the military defences 
of the country: and, alao, that he inform the Senate whether 
the completion of Fort Livingston is not indispensably neces- 
sary to the military defence of New Orleans. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, without amendmen, 
and with a recommendation that it do not pass, 
the bill to refund the balances due Massachusetts 
for disbursements during the late war. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Dr. E. 
Worrell, late assistant surgeon in the army of the 
the United States, praying to be restored to his 
late rank in the army. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so modifying the 
existing lawa, that the circuit court of the United Mtates for 
the district of Connecticut shall be held on the third Tuesday 
of September and the fourth Tuesday in April, in each. year, in- 
stead of the time now provided by Jaw. 

Several adverse reports from committees were 
then taken up and concurred in. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
the claimants to the indemnity received from the 
British Government for slaves taken from on 
board of the brigs Comet and Encomium, at Nas- 
sau, New Providence,” was read the third time 
and passed. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
persons residing within the reputed limits of the 
States of Arkansas and Louisiana, and beyond the 
boundary line between the United States and the 
Republic of Texas, as established by the commis- 
sioners appointed for that purpose,” was read the 
third time and passed. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. Linn’s bill for the occupation and sztile- 
ment of the Territory of Oregon, came up as the 
postponed business of last week, appointed for fur- 
ther consideration on this day. 

Mr. CALHOUN inquired what was the pend- 
ing question. 

The CHAIR said it was on the passage of the 
bill. It had been read a third time. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that he had been 
greatly gratified to learn that the Senator from Mis- 
souri, who introduced the bill, disclaimed any in- 
tention that its provisions should conflict with the 
provisions of our treaties with Great Britain. It 
was for the purpose of obtaining time to compare 
these provisions, and to satisfy himself that they. 
did not cor fliet, that he had asked a postponement 
of the bill to this day. He had since examined both 
the provisions of the bill and of the treaties. in re- 
lation to the Northwest Territory; and the result 
of his investigation was, that there was one pro- 
vision in the bill which would conflict with the ex- 
isting treaty with Great Britain in relation to this 
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very territory. He alluded to the provision grant 
iog lands to settlers, which he read from the bill. 
To showin what respect this conflicied with the 
treaty, he should first take a review of the grounds 
on which both countries Jay claim to the territory, 
and then the provisionsof the adjustment by 
treaty, which must govern the action of both. 

Here Mr. C. made a clear and precise statement 
of the three grounds upon which the United States 
Government sustains ils title: first, of discovery by 
pa ow Gray of the mouth of the Columbia river, 
and then by Lewis and Clark of its sources; next, 
by iis transferred right to the Spanish title to the 
northwest coast; and, thirdly, to the transferred ti- 
tleand claims of France, through its extension of the 
Louisiana territory. He alsostated the grounds upon 
which England based her claims, which were two: 
first, under the treaty with Spain, in 1790; and 
next, with regard to the Columbia river, by pri- 
ority of discovery of the country tributary to that 
river. These conflicting claims had been the subj ct 
of nevotiation, aud by the treaty of 1818 it was 
agreed between Great Britain and the United Siates 
that the territory should be open to the subjects of 
Great Britain and citizens of the United States for 
ten years. Im 1827 the treaty was renewed, leav- 
ing it optional with either country to discontinue its 
obligations upon giving the other a year’s notice. 
He pointed out that the Britith Government mere- 
ly claimed for its subjects the equal right of settle- 
ment and occupation ef the territory with the citi- 
zens of the United States; and the Government of 
the United States insisted on its exclusive right 
of occupation, settlement, and jurisdiction. He 
also deduced, from the review of the whole case, 
that any provision of this bill undertaking to se- 
cure to a settler any part of land which he should 
occupy for five years, would be in conflict with the 
epirit and meaning of the treaty. For this reason, 
and also for another reason—namely, that it might 
be necessary to investigate whether the manner in 
which it is proposed to extend jurisdiction over the 
territory is reconcilable with the provisicns of the 
tueaty, and the interpretation of it by the British 
Government as exemplified in its acts of Parlia- 
ment—he thovght it desirable the bill should be 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. LINN replied, acknowledging that the Sen- 
(aor from South Carolina had correctly stated the 
claims of the two Governments, and the position 
in ~which they stood with regard to the treaty of 
18,8, renewed in 1827, and _requiling one year’s 
no ,ice of discontinuance. He denied, however, 
that the Senator’s deductions were correct—first, 
that the promise of this bill to make a grant of 
lands to the settlers, was in conflict with the treaty; 
and, next, that there could be any question of the 
right of the United States to extend our jurisdic. 
tion Over our citizens residing in the territory. The 
object of the bil! was to encourage emigration, by 
an assurance to those emigrating that they should 
have the benefit of the jurisdiction of cur laws, 
and the security of their setilemeats. Without 
these encouragements, there would be no emigra- 
tion of our citizens, and England would be left to 
occupy the whole country, through the agency of 
her Hadson’s Bay Company. Through that agen- 
cy, she was daily settling down ber subjects—ta- 
king possession of, and occupying for all prac‘ical 
purposes, the choicest portions of the territory. 

Through the same agency, she had extended to 
those settlers the protection of the British Jaws. 
We asked, by this bill, to do nothing more than 
Great Britain had done. If she interpreted the 
treaty to her advaniage, we surely are entitled to 
make use of her interpretation to our advantage. 
But he did not want either the example or dicia- 
tion of Great Britain in this matier. He took 
ground upon the indefeasible right of the United 
States to the territory, and to our indisputable righ: 
to extend the jurisdiction of this Government to 
our citizens within our territory. 

Mr. CHOATE was sorry that he was obliged to 
concur with the Senator from South Carolina, that 
there was one objection fatal to the provision in 
the bill making a grant of lands to settlers. He 
said sorry; because he was entirely favorable to the 
bill itself, and approved of the objecis and purposes 
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proposed by it. On due examination of the exist- 
ing treaty, he was constrained to say that, to grant 
away, or to secure a settlement, (whichamounted to 
the same thing,) would be to exercise an ownership, 
contrary to the spirit of the treaty, according to 
which every portion of the territory is to be left 
open to the citizens of both Governments. The 
obligation not to exercise exclusive jurisdic- 
tion or ownership by eiiher party, was implied 
in the obligation to leave the country free and 
open to the mutual occupation and setile- 
ment of the citizens of both. There was nothing 
in this view of the treaty conflicting with the ex- 
iension of the British laws to the subjects of Great 
Britain residing in the territory; nor would there be 
in the extension of the jurisdiction of the laws of 
the United Siates, in the same manner, over our 
citizens residing there. ‘There would be mu- 
tual jurisdiction; but mutual occupation could not 
be reconciled with an undertaking on our part to 
secure locations to our settlers. 

Mr. LINN observed, that Congress had, at all 
events, made some progress inthis matter. It was 
now admitted in Congress that there may be mu- 
tual occupation and jurisdiction, without cause of 
offenee to Great Britain. As Great Britain bad 
extended her laws over the territory, so may we ex- 
tend ours. As she had built forts and made settle- 
ments, so may we. She is either to set us the ex- 
ample, or dictate to us what we may do. Now, he 
would pay no regard to the dictation of Great Brit- 
ain. He maintained our right to the territory over 
which we propose to extend our jurisdiction and 


our population, and it was on this righthe based, 


the present bill. There was nothing in it to con- 
flict with any obligation of the United States. 

Here Mr. L. extended bis remarks, in reply to 
portions of the observations made by the Senators 
trom Scuth Carolina and Massachusetts, only 
glanced at above. 

Mr. McROBERTS followed, in an argument of 
much point, which showed the indisputable nature 
of our claim to the territory, and our unequivocal 
right to pass a bill with the provisions which this 
bill contains. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. CHOATE 
and HENDERSON, 

Mr. BAYARD sultmitted an amendment, which 
he thought wou'd remove all difficulty. It was, in 
effec, that the provision of a grant of lands, as ex- 


pressed in the bil], should be changed so as to read, | 


that any person occupying a settlement in the ter- 
ritory for five years should be entitled to a pre- 
emption right, as against the United States, for 640 
acres cf land; and so for the share of the wife of 
a settler and each child for 160 acres. 

Mr. CHOATE suggested that the amendment 
might be printed, and the further consideration of 
the bill postponed till to-morrow. 

It was also suggested that the amendment could 
be adopted by unanimous consent—which it would 
require, as the bill was otherwise past the stage for 
amendment. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that, as the modifica- 
tion proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Bayarp] required unanimeus consent for i's ad- 
mission into the bill, he, for one, must object to it; 
because, if admitted, the amendment would, in his 
mind, be an admission of some doubt as to our 
litle to the territory. Fle was not prepared to sanc. 
tion any thing that eguld bear ‘hat construction, be 
lieving that the title of the United Siates was clear. 
Mr. C. desired to say a few words further; bat, at 
the suggestion of Mr. ARCHER, yielded the floor 
toa mouon for adjournmen'!; wishing it, at the 
same time, to be understood that he was not en- 
tiled to the floor, as he only wanted a few minutes 
to express what he had to say. 

Oa motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, January 9, 1843. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition from 75 men 
and 35 women, from Yates county, New York, 
in favcr of a repeal of the present law in reference 
to a recapture of slaves, &c. 

Mr. 0. also presented a petition from New York, 
of 75 men and 35 women, against the admission of 
Texas into the Union. ; 





Mr. HUBARD presented the petition of John 
Dixon, for an invalid pension; which was, under 
the rule, referred to the appropriate committee, 

Mr. HENRY DODGE presented the petition of 
the citizens of the town of Madison, the seat of 
xovernment for ihe Territory ot Wisconsin, agy. 
ing Congress for an appropriation for a harbor a 
the town of Milwaukie, in said Territory. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of the town of 
Jamesville, Rock county, Territory of Wisconsin 
asking Congress for an appropriation for a harbor 
at the mouth of Root river, town of Racine, in said 
Territory. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of the town of 
Racine, in the Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con. 
gress for an appropriation for a harbor at tha 
town, on the western shore of Lake Michigan, 


EXTRA PAY. 


Mr. BRIGGS, by general consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered and 
acopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed to 
allow the pay of all such members of this House as may hays 
been unavoidably detained on their way tu the seat of Govern. 
ment at the commencement of this session by the storms, and 
closing of the rivers by ice, which occurred about that time: 
or who were detained by being injured by accident; they hav. 
ing Jeft their respective places of abode a sufficiont time to 
have reached the capital in time to have taken their seats on the 
first day of the session. 


IMPEACHMENT. 


Mr. BOTTS desired to give notice to the House 
that to-morrow he should present for their con. 
sideration the charges upon which he expected to 
found an impeachment against the acting President 
of the United States. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of New York, on the subject of the 
repeal of ihe bankrapt law; which was appropri- 
ately referred. 


PLAN OF THE EXCHEQUER. 


Mr. FILLMORE, on leave, made a report from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, on the planof 
an exchequer presented by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, aud recommended by the President of 
the United States, concluding with the following 
resolution, which Mr. F. said was unanimously 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the plan of an exchequer presented to Con. 
gress by the Secretary of the Treasury at the last session, and 


entitled “A billamencatory of the several acts establishing the 
Treasury Department,” ought not to de adopted. 

Mr. ATHERTON asked leave, and presented 
a report on the same subject, from the minority of 
the committee, concluding with the following amend- 
ment, which he said he was instructed by them to 
offer: 

And that the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed 
to bring in a billregulating the collection, safekeeping, trans- 
fer, and disbursement of the public money, in such a manner 
as shall, asfaras possible, substitute provisions of law for ex- 
ecutive discretion in the management of the finances, shall pre- 
vent the moneys of the people from being used for purposes of 
private speculation and emolument, and shall render the Gov- 


ernment independent of the agency and influence of moneyed 
corporations, 


Mr. FILLMORE said he was instructed by the 

committee to move the printing of ‘he report, and 
he would include in his motion the report and 
amendment of the minority. He would farther 
move that 10,000 copies of both reports be printed, 
and that they be posiponed to, and made the order 
at the day for. this day two weeks. 
+ Mr. CUSHING understood this to be an 
argumentative report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means,containing nojhing buta negative prop- 
orition, while the report of the minority pro- 
posed some definite action on the part of the House. 
He therefore moved that the whole subject be !e- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, which already had a bill before them 
in relation to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Marviand wished to know 
whether the Committee of Ways and Means 10- 
tended to bring forward any bill or plan this ses 
sion on the subject of the currency. He under 
stood this to be a negative proposition—that he 
committee would not bring forward the plan of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and he now wished to 
know whether they intended to bring forward any 
plan of their own. 

Mr. FILLMORE observed that the gentleman 
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correct in su g that the resolution of the 

Commitee of Ways and Means was a negative 
proposition. The committee passed only on the 
subject that Was presented to them. It would be 

reeived, however, that the minority of the com- 

ittee had offered an amendment, instructing the 
commitiee to bring forward a bill—he supposed the 
sub-treasury—and a substantive proposition would, 
therefore, be before the House when the subject 
came up. In answer to the gentleman’s question, 
he would say that he was no! aware that the com- 
mittee intended to bring forward any bil!, unless 
instructed by the House. He hoped the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to refer 
the subject to the Committee of the Whole, to be 
covered up by the exchequer bill of the select com- 
mittee, would not prevail; as it would deprive the 
House of giving its opinion, by a direct vote on the 
proposition which came from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recommended by the Executive. 

\. Mr. CUSHING, ia reply, contended that it was 
expected by the House that the committee should 
make a report containing a plan for the safekeep- 
ing and disbursement of the public money, as well 
asa plan of currency; and that it was their duty 
to make such areport. Now, the report was not 
merely a negative report, but a very particular 
kind of negative report. What did itsay? Why, 
simply that it was not expedient to adopt this par- 
ticular plan. Had the committee, then, discharged 
their duty to the House? Had they investigated 
this broad subject, that was committed to them, in 
all its parts? Had they met the expectations of 
the country? Or had they met only the limited 
question of how the revenue was to be kept? Com- 
pare the report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means with the report of the minority of the same 
committee. The minority saw the duty they had 
to perform—that it was to consider the message of 
the President of the United States, in reference to 
this subject, in all its parts; and they performed it 
—presenting a substantial proposition for the con- 
sideration of the House. Under these circum- 
stances, he hoped the reference of the whole sub- 
ject would be made to the Committee of the Whole 
—where a bill in relation to it was already pend- 
ing. 

How were the moneys of the United States to 
bekept? In what form were they to be deposited? 
And under what instructions, and with what lim- 
itations? None of these was presented by the act 
of 1779; but, in the absence of the act of the last 
Congress, called the independent treasury act, and 
of the other act which expired by its own limita- 
tion, they were left to stand on the discretion of 
the Treasurer of the United States. 


Mr. EVERETT rose to a question of order. 
The question was on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and he wished to know if the 
whole merits of the finances of the country were 
in order for discussion. 

Mr. CUSHING insisted that he was right; but 
if the gentleman from Vermont thought he was 
wrong, let him put his point of order into writing. 
But the gentleman from Vermont assumed what 
was not true; for he (Mr. C.) was not stating the 
whole question. 

The SPEAKER interposed, as was understood, 
to intimate that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
was not out of order. 

Mr. CUSHING resumed. He was of opinion 
that the majority of the committee were right in 
the view they had taken of the subject, and that it 
was the duty of the majority not merely to bring 
into the House a proposition to negative a bill— 
that was not the duty assigned to them—their duty 
was larger and higher; it was to present to the 

ouse a measure—a measure which the interests 
of the Government demanded, and a measure 
which the country calls for at the hands of this 
Congress. This they had not attempted todo. He 
would not say that they had neglected their duty; 
but they had not performed the duty enjoined by 
that House. What, then, was the proposition, and 
the object of the proposition, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from New York? There they hai a far- 
ther development of the purposes entertained by 
that committee. The gentleman objected to go 
nto Committee of the Whole on that repori—and 
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why?” Why, that if they did, that negative resolu- 
tion would be overlaid. How? By legislation on 
the part of the Howse. Well, was not that what 
they were bound to do? Were they to spend their 
time in discussing abstract propositions} What 
was to be gained by retaining that negative resolu- 
tion in the House for discussion, instead of taking 
up the resolution for practical legislation? They 
should not only take up the resolution, and inquire 
and discuss it; they should not only inquire whether 
a particular measure ought to pass; but they 
should go far beyond that—they should look into 
the whole scope of legislation, and inquire not 
only whether a particular bill ought, or ought not, 
to pass; but whether there was not some form 
of bill which should pass, and of which a 
majority of the House could be found to approve. 
His (Mr. Cusnina’s) proposition was, that this 
subject should be put in a form for practical legis- 
lation, and not for mere abstract discussion of a 
party issue on a particular bill. It seemed to him 
that it was not only the course of wisdom and of 
expediency, but of duty, to refer this whole matter 
to the Committee of the Whole op the state of 
the Union, that a bill—it was immaterial what 
bill, nor did he say it should be any particular 
bill—should be taken up. The gentleman from 
New York said his object was to have a direct 
vote of the House on the plan; but, if he wished 
to make so narrow an issue, it would be compe- 
tent for him to make it in the House; after they 
should have been in committee on the whole ques- 
tion, in a practical form, in which there could be 
legislation. But, no; his object was to prevent 
legislation. Did the gentleman from New York 
desire to stand forth as the chairman of Ways and 
Means in that character, and say that that House 
was bound to refuse to make any attempt to legis- 
late on the currency? He (Mr. Cusnina) hoped 
that, instead of sanctioning such a proceeding—in- 
stead of promoting a fancy discussion on a fancy 
resolution, he would consent that at the earliest 
possible day the House should go into Committee 
of the Whole, and attempt to pass some measure 
during this session of Congress. 

Mr. ARNOLD said he understood the question 
now was simply to print; and he thought if this 
majority and this minority report were before them, 
in addition to the report which they got from the 
select committee nearly twelve months ago, they 
would understand the merits of the propositions 
much better. He hoped, therefore, that the print- 
ing would be ordered, and he now moved the pre- 
vious question. 


Mr. PICKENS asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw that motion, to allow him to 
make one or two observations in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, which he thought 
would satisfy even him. 

Mr. ARNOLD consented, on condition that the 
gentleman from South Carolina would renew it. 

Mr. PICKENS said the report now before the 
House from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was not for the purpose of overlaying a bill, but 
was inthe nature of a negative proposition, and 
therefore, to effect the purpose of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts ina more efficient mode, was 
to let it take its course, and vote upon it in the 
Honse by yeas and nays. 

Mr. WISE inquired if it was the intention of 
the Committee of Ways and Means to report a 
measure, or was it intended todo nothing more 
than submit a negative proposition? 

Mr. PICKENS did not know what the commit- 
tee intended to do, except so far as their report 
stated. 

Mr. WISE inquired if they had such a proposi- 
tion under consideration. 

Mr. PICKENS again referred the gentleman 
from Virginia to the report of the committee for 
an exposition of their views and intentions; and 
then repeated, that in the House, on this report, 
they would get specific action. He did not wich to 
foreclose the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cusuina] on bis own bill; on the contrary he (Mr. 
P.) wished that gentleman's bill to bave a fair 
hearing and discussion in the Committee of the 
Whole; and he agreed with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr, Cusniva) that this resolution 
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was merely negative against the bill reported by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, between which and 
the bill of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
there was a material and distinct difference, as 
there was between that gentleman’s bill and ail 
others. He was willing that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts should go into’"Committee of the 
Whole on his bill; but on this bill of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to which they felt sach particular 
objections, he wished specific action in the House 
by yeas and nays, in a tangible shape; and if 
the gentleman from Massathvsetts wished for 
action by the Honse, he wowfd agree with him, and 
not commit it to the Comnufiittee of the Whole. He 
concluded by moving the previous question, in con- 
formity with his promise. 

Some conversation ensued on the operation of 
the previous question, and Mr. ArNotp was in- 
duced to withdraw his motion. 


Mr. W. COST JOHNSON said, if they had been 
forced by the previous question to vote on this 
resolution, they should have voted while they were 
profoundly ignorant of the long written argumenis 
of the several branches of the committee, which 
had not even been read by any gentleman, except 
such as were members of the committee—possibly 
only by the gentleman who wrote the argument. 
He was, therefore, opposed to giving a vote upon 
it, while he bad not had an opportanity to examine 
the arguments which the reports contained. He 
also objected to vote on the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York—for the single reason, that 
it was presented to the House in the attitude, not 
of active legislation, but of a mere negative prop- 
osition, on which they might consume the time of 
the House, and, when it was disposed of, they 
would be as far from a settlement of the question 
as when they referred it to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, at the beginning of the session. 
Foreseeing such a result as that which they had 
witnessed, he voted against the reference of that 
portion of the Presidenw’s message to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

It was now seen that it was not the purpose of 
the committee to recommend any specific plan; and 
he asked, what was to be gained by this proposi- 
tion of that committee? It was a negative mode 
of telling the House that they preferred seeing Con- 
gress adjourn to the adoption of any plan, or that 
there was neither capacity nor will in the House to 
meet the question directly, and to give a specific 
and tangible vote upon it. He knew how difficult 
the question was of settlement; bat still he thought 
it was the duty of the House to present a specific 
proposition for its action, and to test its sense, that 
the country might see whether there was a majority 
in favor of any plan whatever. For that reason, 
he could not see how any progress could be made 
in legislation by voting on the proposition of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and, while he would cheerfully vote to print the 
reports, that they might have every advantage from 
them, he could not, and would not, agree to con- 
sume some two weeks in a discussion on a nega- 
tive proposition, which, when the vote was taken, 
would bring them no nearer to its settlement than 
they were at the commencement of the session. 

Mr. BOTTS said, while, of the plans proposed, 
he should prefer a United States bank, he must re- 
call the House to the simple question before them, 
which was merely one of printing the reports, and 
not of the adoption of the resolution of either the 
majority or the minority of the committee. What 
was the resolution of the majority? It was sim- 
ply a negative proposition, that it was not expedi- 
ent to adopt the plan recommended. And what 
was the proposition of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire? It was to bring in a specific plan, 
which was substantially the sub-treasury. Now, 
was it not competent for the gentleman to move 
that specific plan in Committee of the Whole? If, 
therefore, they would keep these two subjects sep- 
arate, and confine themselves to the question of 
printing, they might at once decide it. 

Mr. FI ORE said he was not surprised 
at the haste with which the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had attacked the report just laid on 
their table, before there was even time to read 
it, or to know its contents. The honorable gentle- 
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mean bad complained that the Committee cf Ways 
and Means had presented this subject ina way 
that would not result in legislation, and the honor- 
able gentleman from Maryland [Mr. W. C. Jonn- 
mow} tock exception to the report on the same 
ground. Now, what was the history of that ques- 
tion before the House? for, by recurring to that, 
they would see if there was weight in that objec- 
tion. It was submitted to Congressat the com- 
mencement of the last session, and the report, con- 
taining the plan as recommended by the Executive, 
was sentio a committee, a majority of whose 
members were the avowed friends of the Execu- 
tive. That committee, after holding the subject 
under consideration antil the middle of February, 
made a report, accompanie! bya bill as a substi- 
tute for the plan recommended by the Executive 
—a plan which had been prepared by a leading 
member of the Cabinet, and of which a distin- 
guished member of the Cabinet, in a speech at 
Boston, avowed himself the advocate, and de- 
clared that the plan submitted as a substitute for 
the plan of the Executive was not wortha rush— 
that it was not worth the parchmenton which it 
was written. 

He then went on to remark that the subject of 
the corrency and finance was before the House 
and the country in every possible phasis in which 
it could be presented. There was no reason why 
the House could not come toa vote. If any mem- 
ber was in favor of the plan of the exchequer, it 
would be easy fer him to move to strike out the 
word “not” in the resolution reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and thus make it 
declare that the plan is expedient. He should 
+ ag to see the individual who was prepared to vole 

or it. 

But the gentleman [Mr. Cusnine] had said that 
the committee had failed to discharge its whole 
duty. What was that duty? Was it to report the 
plan of the gentleman from Massachusetts? Was 
it to report a bank? No: it was made the specific 
duty of the committee to report another particular 
plen. The resolution of reference made it the duty 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to take into 
consideration sach parts of the President’s message 
as treated of the currency, “including the exche- 
quer plan and the tariff.” The Committee of 
Ways and Means of course had the whole subject 
of finance under its charge; but the exchequer and 
the tariff were expressly referred to it. The gen- 
tleman said that the commitice should have re- 
ported some affirmative plan. Were the commit- 
tee authorized to report a bill which they did not 
approve, in violauon of all parliamentary prece- 
dent? According to the doctrine of the gentleman, 
the committee were bound to report in favor of the 
Executive plan. 

Mr. CUSHING rose toexplain. He did not 
say that the committee were bound to report in fa- 
vor of the plan of the Executive, but that they 
should have reported some bill. 

Mr. FILLMORE resumed, and was understood 
to insist upon the interpretation he bad put upon 
the remarks of the gentleman from Massschusetts, 
{Mr. Co:mine.] He believed that the committee 
bad discharged its daty. If the Honse differed 
from it, Jet the committee be instracted to report a 
bill in a modified form, He (Mr. F.) had been 
called out prematurely in this debate; and he de- 
sired to state the fact to the House. Though he 
bad moved that the subject be postponed, and hoped 
it would be, for the purpose of examination; yet he 
would tell the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
appeared so desirous of having the question passed 
upon, that, should the gentleman move to take up 
the exchequer bill, he (Mr. F.) would not oppose 
the motion. The House had been spending weeks 
in debating abstractions and political questions, in 
which debate the gentleman himself led off. His 
only desire, in wishing this report postponed a 
week or two, was in order to give time for its ex- 
amination. 

Mr. WISE said that the result of the reference 
of the President’s message to the Commitiee of 
Ways and Means was precisely what he had anti 
cipated and predicted. Indeed, when the motion 
was first made to that effect, it was intimated by 
ihe friends of the measure, (the exchequer,) that to 
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refer the message of the President to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means would be no more nor 
less than “committere agnum lupo.” It was referred 
there simply to be destroyed—not to get some other 
plan from that committee, but to get their verdict 
of condemnation vpon this one plan. 


Bat what had the committee reported? A glance 
threugh the preamble had enabled him to discover 
some of the reasons on which they Lased their 
resolution. The reason was, that for ten years 
past the money power of the Government has 
been in the hands of the Federal Executive. 
The report said that it was now in the hands 
of the Executive; that such a state of things was 
dangerous; and that the Executive ought to be 
stripped of it. Now, the Executive had recom- 
mended a plan, by which he would be stripped 
of this power; and the Committee of Ways and 
Means, instead of carrying out their correct 
views, in which he (Mr. W.) agreed, contented 
themselves with saying that the plan would not do. 
There, their wisdom stopped. There, their patriot- 
ism stopped. They merely said that one plan out 


| of a thousand was objectionable. But did the 


committee say that no other plan should be adop'ed? 


| That the plan was so bad as to be unworthy of 


repairs? Did the gentleman [Mr. Fittmore] say 
that he could not report a creature of his own 
brain, which would suit the wants of the coun'ry? 
For some years past there seemed to be but two 
alternatives—a bank of the United States and a 
sub-ireasary. This, however, was now contra- 
dicted by the exhibition of the exchequer—a mid- 
die ground between the other two measures. The 
gentleman said this would not do: why, then, did 
he not give the House the model of a bank, which, 
some sessions ago, was made to assume any Pro- 
tean shape? Could not the gentleman report that 
measure again? The fair and only construction of 
his report was, that he wished to have “aut Cesar, 
aut nullus.”” Apything but a bank was unworthy 
of amendment or consideration! Did the gentle- 
man weigh his words when he said that the exche- 
quer could not be amended? What was the mean- 
ing of amendment? Was not every proposition 
capable of amendment? Was it not a common 
mode of amendment to move to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and insert a wholly different 
proposition? Did the gentleman mean to say that 
the plan was so bad that it could not even be reme- 
died in that form? Did he mean to say that he 
could not strike out the plan of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and insert one from the collective wis- 
dom of the Committee of Ways and Means? Why 
was not a substitute reported? 


Mr. FILLMORE said, if the gentleman desired 
him to answer his question, he would say thata 
substitute had already been reported by the friends 
of the Executive, and was now before the House. 

Mr. WISE said that the friends of the President 
did not themselves consider the plan of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to be perfect, and reported 
amcndrents to it. Was he to understand the gen- 
(leman as concurring in the amendments? No; the 
gentleman did not agree tothem. The gentleman 
did not concur in the plan of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or in the amendments to that plan by the 
friends of the President. Why, then, did he not 
report a better substitute? The gentleman had no 
answer to that question! The answer was a con- 
cealed one. 

Mr. FILLMORE remarked that the majority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means had twice 
reported their plan to the House, but it was, on 
both eccasions, defeated by the Executive. 


’ Mr. WISE said he had now got the answer he 
wanted. He would go before the people upon 
it. A bank of the United States or nothing! He 
was willing to go before a jury of the country 
on this aaswer. Yes; the gentleman was willing to 
let the President have the power of the purse, un- 
less he could get his national bank! Though 
there were regulations for the organization of the 
Treasury Department, yet the gentleman very 
properly thought that something further should be 
done to limit Executive discretion. When a plan 
for that purpose was proposed, what was his an- 
swer? A bank or nothing. There were no de- 
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grees—no gradations of policy or expediency 
Aut Casar aut nullus, was the gentleman’s maxim, 

He (Mr. W’) differed from his friend [My 
Cusine] as io the disposition to be made of this 
report. He did not agree with him in Wishing its 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. He wanted it before the 
House, to be decided by yeas and nays; and thus 
see whether one party would say that it would take 
nothing but the sub-treasury, whilst the other de. 
clared it must have a bank. He wished to ge 
whether these two parties would insist upon ey. 
tremes, Or no measure. He was willing to sys. 
tain the previous question, and as ready to yote 
now as he would be two weeks hence. When the 
question should be taken, after the previous ques. 
tion was sustained, he should vote with the minoyj. 
ty of the Committee of Ways and Means, who re. 
ported an amendment to the resolution of the ma. 
jority. He should vote for the resolution of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Arner. 
TON;] and he would ask the Cleik to read it aloud, 
for the information of the House. 

[The resolution was read accordingly.} 

The majority of the committee undertook to say 
that the plan of the Secretary of the Treasury 
should not be adopted. The minority did not 
choose to stop here; but wisely went further. They 
wished the majority to prescribe rules to the Ex. 
ecutive for administering the finances of the coun- 
try. In the first place, they said some plan (they 
did not say what) should be adopted to strip the 
Executive of his power over the purse of the coun- 
try. In this, they concurred with the majority, and 
with himself, that the Executive should be deprived 
of his present discretion. In the second place, he 
concurred with the minority, that the public off. 
cers should not be allowed to use the money of the 
Government. 

Mr. ATHERTON said the minority went far- 
ther. They were in favor of prohibiting all per- 
sons whatsoever from using the public money. 


Mr. WISE said he went the full length with the 
gentleman. He would allow none the privilege of 
trading upon the public money. Jn the third place, 
the minority said that they would separate the Gov- 
ernment fromall moneyed corporations. He (Mr. 
W.) would go that, too. He went for the doctrine 
in its full extent. Now, all three of these doc- 
trines which he had named were asserted by the 
plan ef the friends of the President. He should 
vote for the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Atwrnton,] although he 
preferred, instead of instructing the Committee of 
Ways and Means—which had already said it would 
not concur in any plan but that of a bank, which 
had been twice presented, and which they knew 
could not be adopted—that the report and resola- 
tion should be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. When in that 
committee, there would be found a bill fully an- 
swering in its character to the ins'ractions pro- 
posed. He was anxious to go into the Commit 
tee of the Whole to vindicate this measure, to ex- 
hibit all its details line by line, and to show that it 
comported with the instructions reported from the 
minority of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He wished to show that it guarded the public 
funds; that it separated the Government from 
moneyed corporations; that it devised a system of 
law for the regulation of our finances; and that it in 
all respects agreed with the true Demcceratic 
theories of the present day and of the past time. 
He would show that the modification of the sub- 
treasury, proposed by the leading periodical ot 
the Democratic party, would render it such as that 
it would agree with the exchequer. The only 
difference between them was this: The sub-treasury 
provided two currencies—one for the Government, 
and the other for the people; whilst the exchequer 
provided the same currency for both. He begged 
that the House might, at an early day, go into 
committee on this measure, and let a vote be taken. 
He begged this Congress not to go away withoul 
settling the question. He warned both of the po- 


litical parties that it was not their policy to leave 
it unsettled. It was too much the policy of the lead- 
ers of both to keep it open. They seemed disposed 
to go before the country with the maxim aw 
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Casar aut nullus—with extreme measures—and re- 
solved not to take any middle ground. If they 
jd continue to pursue this policy, he ventured 
ict that both would be defeated, and that 
that party which bad been most instrumental in 
ing this question open would suffer most from 

the indignation of a sufferins people. 
Mr. GRANGER observed that the gentleman 
fom Virginia who had just taken his seat [Mr. 
Wise] remarked that this question had met the 
fate he supposed it would meet, when the reference 
of it was made to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He (Mr. G ) would go further, and say, 
that 1t had met the fate he desired that it should 
meet, when he gave his vote for that reference. 
Notwithstanding all that the newspaper scribblers 
had said on this subject—notwithstanding all the 
eforts that had been made to mapofacture public 
opinion here—notwithstanding the first and second 
Rrecutive recommendations of this plan, he had 
declared elsewhere, and he now declared here, that 
there never was a time, from the moment that that 
lan was presented to this, when any mem- 
ber of either House of Congress was prepared to 
record his vote in its favor. We now (said Mr. G.) 
have that plan before us; and where is the flutter- 
ing? Do we (said he) charge it to those who have 
been charged with delaying the public business by 
yseless and factious declamations? No. No sooner 
was the report presented from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, than the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, not having his cue, thought 
that the interests of the Administration required 
that the child should be strangled. He hardly 
thought the interests of the White House, when 
an opportunity was presented for the representa- 
tives of the people to vote on this favorite child of 
ihe Executive, which had been committed to the 
wolf—bis friend from New York [Mr. Fittmore}]— 
were best consulted by strangling it, as the gentle- 
man seemed to wish. No sooner was the proposi- 
tion presented, than the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (one of the friends of the Executive) rose to 
see whether it could not be boiled down and frit- 
tered away in the grand caldron of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It was not his purpose now to 
say anything in relation to this plan of the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury. It was enough for him now 
to say that he looked upon it to be a monstrous 
shoot of a Government bank engrafted upon the 
planof the sub-treasury. We have heard some- 
thing (said Mr. G) of the history of this plan, 
in the House and out of doors. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wise) spoke of the lamb’s bav- 
ing been committed to the wolf; and let us then see 
(continued Mr. G.,) who has treated this pet lamb 
most kindly—the wolves to whom it had been com. 
mitted, or the nurses whose peculiar charge it was. 
Let us see who has given it the most nourishment, 
who has been the most prepared to receive it into 
the folds, or turn itout te the wolves. This pet lamb 
—this darling of the Executive (who, although 
a year older than when they first saw it, seemed 
not to be as large as it then was,) was senttoa 
vlect committee on the 14th day of December: 
and what did they do? It was sent properly toa 
committee, within which was comprised every 
avowed friend of the Executive on that floor; and 
it was due to the Executive and to them that such 
areference should be made. What was its fate? 
The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts— 
who was in the habit ef every now and then read- 
ing the House a lecture on the delay of the public 
business—could not bring forward his proposition 
il the Ist of February, when this pet lamb was 
presented, and (good heavens) how little it looked ! 
Having received this bill in the committee, and 
being head of the guard, the gentleman felt as if he 
could do with it as he pleased; and, after having it 
hine weeks in his possession, he brought it back in 
such a shape that nobody could have supposed that 
it was the one that was committed to him. If it 
had been turned out in the east room, the Presi- 
dent himself would not have known it. Its 
‘ail was cut off, its ears slit, and every 
member of the committee seemed to have put 
his private mark upon it.- It was then brought 
into the House, =e they tried (said Mr. G.) 


0 pull its wool over our eyes, [Laughter } 
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When this plan first came from the Executive, 
there was a great anxiety manifested in the public 
mind in relation to it; and, therefore, it was ex- 
pected that the committee would have given it a 
chance of being brought before the House, and 
considered by it. But what nex\? Why, the report 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts came in, 
and nothing was heard of the plan of the Execu- 
tive. On the contrary, nothing was heard of but 
the splendid plan of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the magnificent report accompanying it. We 
waited (said Mr. G) a little langer; and what 
next? The honorable Senator from New York 
(Mr. TatLmapes] presented a plan, which was ex- 
tolled to the skies; while that of the Executive, as 
well as of the select commitiee, was fergotten. 


He would add a single word in reply to the com- 
plaints that had been made of the Committee of 
Ways and Means for not reporting a bill. What 
was the proposition of the committee?) Why, that 
the members of that House should be called on, 
like men, to record their votes, ay or no, for the 
proposition presented by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and recommended to their favorable considera- 
tion by the Executive. Did that bar the legisla- 
tion of the House? Certainly not. Suppose the 
honorable chairman of the Commitiee of Ways 
and Means had reported a bill. If he had, he 
(Mr. G.) must be permitted to say that the busi- 
ness of thecountry would not have been forwarded 
by it. It would have come in behind the bill of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the bill of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts; and thus 
not probably be reached this session. 


Mr. G. said that, if this plan cf the Executive 
was the Democratic Republican plan for keeping 
the public money that it was represented to be, he 
wished every gent)eman there to have an opportu- 
nity of recording bis vote upon it. He had voted 
against the sub-treasury; and he wanted now to 
have an opportunity of recording his vote against 
this exchequer plan, which he considered emphati- 
cally a sub treasury, witha most powerful Gov- 
ernment bank engrafte! uponit. He would nct 
say thus much of the plan of the gentleman from 
Maseuchusetts. He looked upon it as one of tke 
most harmless machines he ever saw; though the 
one of the Executive was the most powerful, dan- 
gerous, and pernicious agent that any Gevern- 
ment could be possessed of, controlling all the 
commerce of the country, and bringing all its 
business within the influence of the Executive. 


Mr. G., in conclusion, said he rose merely to 
say thatif the gentleman from Virginia had seen 
the result he expected when the reference of this 
subject was made to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, he had seen the result he desired when 
he gave it his vote. When the resolution reported 
by the committee came up, he hoped that, if there 
was any gentleman here who favored the plan of 
the Executive, he would move to strike out the 
the word “not,” so as to geta direet vote for or 
againstit. If no such motion should be made, he 
would then conclude that there was not a single 
member present who was in favor of the plan. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, supported the motion 
of the gentleman from New York, and defended 
the report of the committee, contending that they 
had obeyed the order of the House in presenting 
the report they did. Had the committee reported 
a bill, as the gentleman from Massachusetis ar- 
gued that they should, the business of the House 
would not have been forwarded by it; for it 
would have to take i's place on the calendar be- 
hind the bill ot the Select Committee, and he did 
not know bata dezen other propositions on the 
the samesubject. He believed that the country 
wanted action, not abstract reports; and therefore 
he thought it best to let the House take up and act 
on such of these propositions as the majority pre- 
ferred. The committee, in his opinion, took the 
best course in reporting only on the plan commit- 
ted to them. The country had a right to have the 
question decided whether the plan of the Executive 
was or was not to receive the favorable considera- 
tion of Congress. We desire (said Mr. 1.) to 
have this question passed upon; and there seems to 
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be no opposition to there being an immediate de- 
cision on it, but from the friends of the Executive. 

Mr. TURNEY said they met there, at the exira 
session, when the Whig party bad an overwhelm- 
ing majority in both branches of Congress, and an 
Executive of their own choosing, and they com- 
menced operations to pass a system of measures; 
and yet, at this late day, it seemed to be doubtful 
who was to blame for the present state of things, 
and for substituting the pocket of the President for 
a responsible treasury, in which to deposite and 
safely keep the public moneys' Scume years ago, 
it was deemed a most odious proceeding, when 
General Jackson removed the deposites; and he 
was loudly denounced for it by the Whig party: 
but now they bad themselves removed the public 
moneys from the security of the independent treas- 
ury to the pocket of the President» And who was 
blameable for it?) It was said, by the friends of 
the President, that he was not chargeable with it; 
and how, then, was he to understand ii? 


Before the President approved the bill repealing 
the sub-treasury, that House had reported a bill by 
one of its committees, and was acting on that plan, 
to establish a bank of the United Siatess The 
President knew this when he signed that bill; and 
had he, or had he not, made up his mind at that 
time? for he knew that a national bank was intend- 
ed to be a substitute for the sub-treasury. Or did he 
intend that his own pocket should be the depository 
for the public moneys? The President chose to 
approve the bill repealing the sub-treasury, and 
thereby released the public money from the control 
of law, and placed it in his own pocket. He (Mr. 
T.) therefore held that the President chose his own 
individual pocket in preference to any fiseality. 
And how stood the Whig party on that floor in re- 
lation to that subject? They voted to repeal the 
sub-treasury, and thereby placed the public money 
in the pocket of the President for safekeeping. 
And what propositions bad they now?) Why, they 
had the exchequer recommended by the President 
of the United States; but, it was said, that the 
proposition would not receive the sanction of the 
House. They had also the proposition of the se- 
lect committee of the last session. The Whig 
party, having a majority in that House, had pro- 
posed a bank of the United States as their first 
choice. Well, that could not receive the sanction 
of the President of the United States, and there- 
fore could not become law. The Whig party, then, 
would be forced to choose between two proposi- 
tions; and they must take either the sub-treasury 
which had been reported by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, or allow the public moneys to 
remain in the pocket of the President. But what 
did the Whig party say of the character of the 
President? That he was honest? That he had 
one drop of patriotic blood in his veins? No; not 
one. But, on the contrary, the whole Whig party 
said that this evil President ought not to be trusted 
by the people of the United States. Why, they de- 
nounced him asa traitor, who had sold himself and 
sacrificed bis country on the aliar of individual! 
aggrandizement—that he was as base as base could 
be. That was the character given of the 
Whig Pre-ident by the Whig party on that 
floor. And yet what were they about to de? 
They could not establish their favorite system—a 
bank of the United States; but they had the choice, 
either to leave the money in the pocket of this base 
individual; or to take the sub-treasury, odious as it 
might be to them. And which did they prefer? 
If they preferred the pecket of the President 
of the United States, they gave the lie to all they 
had said of the character of John Tyler, and pro- 
nounced that they did not themselves believe what 
they said. John Tyler was the Whig choice, base 
man or no!; and whether he remaiwed so, he (Mr. 
T.) would leave the country to judge by what now 
occurred. Did the Whigs then choose to keep the 
public-money in the pocket of John Tyler as their 
second choice? Their first choice was a United 
States bank; and, failing in that, did they deem the 
pocket of John Tyler, without restraint or control of 
law, the best possible plan? The Whigs had now 
ithe opportubily tospeak out, and say whether they 
would have the sub-treasnry, or the pocket of 
Jobn Tyler—believing him to be, as they asserted, a 
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base and corrupt man. It was evidenttheyasvettake {| hed been wid bythe While. party ‘that the theses I] pean. during ‘the ‘exlsuenee of te o.,.- they most take 
one or the other born ot the dilemma. Though 
the sub-treasury was not their favorite scheme, yet 
it was free from the danger to which the other was 
exposed; and let them remember it was their own 
act which produced this state of things. They put 
the money in the pocket of John Tyler for disburse- 
ment and safekeeping; and would they prefer to 
keep itihere when they knew, by two vetoes, that 
they could not have a Uniied States bank? They 
had involved themselves in this difficulty, and they 
were now compelled to adopt the sub-treasury asa 
means of keeping the public moncy—a plan by 
which the use of the public money for the pur- 
poses of corruption was prevented; or they must 
acknowledge to the American people that all they 
had said of the baseness of John Tyier was wholly 
false. That was bis (Mr. T.’s) view of the ques- 
tion as it was presented to the House; and he 
knew not one member of the House who had not 
made up his mind upon it, and upon ail the other 
questions which were involved in the subject-mat- 
ter of that discussion. John Tyler was the Whig 
Executive; he was made and created by them, for 
purposes of their own; and he was betier known to 
them thanto him (Mr. Toaney ) John Tyler was 
not his (Mr. T.’s) choice, nor the choice of those 
whom he represented on that floor; for they had no 
great faith in him, nor cobld they comprehend him. 
When Gen. Jackson removed the deposites, fe was 
charged with violating the Constitution, and Mr. Ty- 
ler was one of those who held that doctrine; but Mr. 
Tyler now beld that a bank of the United Stares 
was unconstitutional. How, then, could General 
Jackson be guilty of a violation of the Constitution, 
by removing the deposites from an illegal and un- 
constitutional institalion? He (Mr. T) would 
leave this question for others to determine, He 
repeated, that Mr. Tyler was no favorite of his, 
nor of his constituents; but he was the favorie (or 
ought to be) of the Whig party, for they placed 
him where he is. They quarrelied, it was true; 
bat, as it was a family quarrel, he would leave 
them to settle it amongst themselves. 


But there was an attempt to build up a third 
party; and onder what name? The moderate men 
of both parties. There was such an attempt made 
some years ago, when Judge White ran as of no 
party. Now he (Mr. T.) was of opinion that ene 
or other of the existing great parties of the country 
was right; and he could not comprehend how a 
third division was to be made. The moderate 
men of both parties! Who were they? There 
were those who advocated a sub-treasury; and 
they were ulira. Therefore, this moderate party 
could not go with them. Then there were 
the bank Whigs; and they were ultra. The 
moderate men could not, therefore, go with 
them; but they must take the men who could go 
between the two—a sort of exchequer concern. 
But what was an excheque:? They had exchequer 
schemes reporied to that House which were more 
odious to him thanan old fashioned bank of the 
United States; and he felt grateful that that ques- 
tion was to be brought forward, for he wished to 
see the Whigs put their names on record in oppo- 
sition to it, as some guaranty that the interests of 
the country were not to be destroyed by such in- 
stitutions. He wished to see the Whigs committed 
on that question; for he had feared that, feeling 
themselves tumbling to pieces, they would at- 
tempt, by some such plan, to compromise with 
Captain Tyler. Captain Tyler was certainly no 
Democrat, for he preferred bis pocket to a sub- 
treasury, which was guarded by legal punishments. 
But the other party said he was no Whig, because 
he would not sanction a United States Bank. If, 
then, he was neither Whig nor Democrat, he was 
cerlainly not ‘ta moderate man of both parties,” 
ard could not, therefore, be rallied round by them. 
He (Mr. T.) thought it was exceedingly difficult 
to define a moderate man of both parties—a man 
who sometimes went with the Federalists, and 
sometimes with the Demccrats, bat who, at all 
times, abused them both. 

Thus, then, it was attempted to build up a third 
party. But the war which had sprung up in the 
Whig party did not at all affect the democratic 
principle. It did not touch the sub-treasury, They 
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had been told by the Whig party that the times 
were hard and oppressive; and that the prosperity 
of the country, and high prices, and public confi- 

dence must be restored by the repeal of the sub- 
treasury. They had repealed it; they had destroy- 
ed the Democratic policy: and bad they raised the 
price of produce? had they increased the reward of 
labor? had they restored confidence in the commnu- 
nity? had they done anything toward the accom- 

plishment of their promises made in the late eam- 
paign? They had repea'ed the sub-treasury the 
moment they got inio power, but their other prom- 
ises were unredeemed; and he could not acquit 
Captain Tyler, and a great class of the Whig pac- 

ty, for repealing that law, before some sutstitute 
was provided for it. John Tyler knew that the re- 
peal would throw the money into his own pocke?, 
without the restraint of law; and the Whig party 
had allowed it to remain there, without having 
made any great atiempts to remove it elsewhere, 

where it could be protected by law. Now he wished 
the Whigs to say in what attitude they stood 
before the country. Let them look back to their 
own speeches at the time when General Jackson 
removed the deposites, and then say how they 
could now allow the public money to remain in 
the pocket of a man whom they say they believe to 
be both base and corrupt. He (Mr. T ) believed 
the Whig party would say that John Tyler was by 
far more base and more corrupt than they had ever 
said General Jackson was; and yet they permitted 
him to retain the public money in his pocket. They 
would not go for the exchequer; they would not 
accept the sub-treasury, which they knew they 
could pass, and thereby guard the money by Iegal 
safeguards; and did they not, therefore, make the 
admission that they preferred the pocket of the 
base and corrupt President to any other place ex- 
cept the bank, which they knew they could not ob- 
tain?’ For himself, he should vo'e for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire; and if 
the House did not adopt that proposition, he should 
consider it to be an admission of a preference of 
John Tyler’s pocket (whence the money might be 
taken for corrupt and dangerous purposes) to a 
system restrained and governed by jaw. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina did not 
rise for the purpose of discussing the exchequer 
projet, more than once recommended by the Presi- 
dent, and now reported upon unfavorably by the 
Committee otf Ways and Means, further than to 
say that, in his opinion, it was by no means the 
most preposterous proposition that has been sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the American peo- 
ple, since questions connected with the currency 
have occupied so much of theirattention. Even if iis 
merits could be demonstrated, it would probably 
have but little prospect of success in a Congress, al- 
mostevery member of which is pledged, by his 
previous course, to some other proposition. He 
bad merely risen with the intention (without enter- 
ing into the discussion at length) of indicating to 
his constituents the course which he should proba- 
bly hereafter pursue in connexion with subjects of 
this character. 

Mr. C., as his speeches sufficien'ly testified, had 
been always favorable to a separation of the Gov- 
ernment funds from the uses of banks; but, when 
that propesition, so correct in principle, had been 
connected with another, requiring the public dues 
to be collected exclusively in specie, he had inva- 
riably voted against it—believing that sucha re- 
quirement was calculated to increase the pressure 
on the commerce of the country, already almost 
too great to be borne, 

Since that question, however, was last agitated 
in Congress, a change has occurred. Bank circu- 
lation, without any oppression on the part cf the 
Government, has gone on gradually decreasing, 
until, in many of the States, the circulation is re- 
duced below the specie actually in their vaults. 
Under these circumstances, Mr. C. believed that 
the separation of the Government funds from the 
business of trade, even if connected with the re- 
quirement of specie, or Government credits, ex- 
clusively, in payment of the public dues, would 
now be accomplished, without producing a shock 
upon the commerce and industry of the country. 

He had made these remarks, not because he ex- 





en, 
pected, during the existence of the Present Cop. 
gress, to change his vote in relation to this sybj jee; 
for having been elected by his constituents with 
knowledge of his previous course, he would mite 
ly feel bimself at liberty todoso. But he Wished 
to indicate to them, by the remarks he had submj, 
ted, that in the event of being returned to the ney, 
Congress, he would, unless a change Occurred jn 
our monetary affairs, probably act with the Demo. 
—_ party on this subject, as he bad upon moy 
others. 


Mr. FILLMORE rose and inquired what wou 
be the effect of a motion to lay the subject befor 
the House upon the table. 

The SPEAKER replied that the effect woul4 be, 
that a vote of two-thirds would be required to take 
it up. 

Mr. FILLMORE declined to make any moiioy, 

Mr. THOMAS F. MARSHALL next obiaine 
the floor, amid many competitors, and addresse 
the House at large. He desired to take this op: 
portunity of saying that, in the action of the Com. 
mittee of Ways and Means, (of which commities 
he was a member,) he entirely and heartily cop. 
curred. He would also remark, that his coneyr. 
rence with the Committee of Ways and Means on 
this subject, and the vote he should give upon the 
exchequer—a vote which he hoped would be that 
of an overwhelming majority of the House—did noi 
result, in any manner, from the source whence the 
proposition had emanated. If he could be induced, 
by any motive, to look upon the exchequer with g 
favorable eye, after the endorsement it had re. 
ceived, the open avowal that it met with the en. 
tire approbation of the American Secretary of 
State would have afforded him that motive and in. 
ducement. [Profound attention in all paris of the 
hall.} There was no man—he made the propo. 
sition broadly, and without exception—in whom, 
on subjects of this nature, twelve months ago, be 
felt so profound a confidence as the American 
Secretary of State. He was not one of thos— 
and he wished to let it be known, let censure come 
upon him, as heretofore, from what quarter jt 
might—who denounced the Secretary of State be. 
cause he chose to remain cennected with the Cab- 
inet when the remaining members saw fit to retire. 
He refused then to censure the Secretary for re 
maining at his post. He refused now. It wasa 
question, as Mr. Webster remarked, involving bis 
own honor, and which, therefore, might be left to 
bis own decision. He (Mr. M.) found nothing on 
which to rest a censure. The American Secretary 
said that he had been looked to, on account of his 
sopposed knowledge of the subject of finance by 
the President elect, as one who would be a fit per- 
son to be placed at the head of the Treasury De- 
partment; and, from the knowledge which he bad 
often displayed in this Capitol and elsewhere on 
such subjects, he (Mr. M ) should have said thal 
there could not be a more competent judge baa 
the Secretary of State. 

It had been thirteen years since he first put bis 
foot in the Canitol of the United States. It was in 
February, 1830, that he, for the first time, put his 
foot in the Senate chamber; and when he entered 
the lobby of the Senate, the floor was occupied by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, apon a question 
growing out of what were called and known 3 
the Foot resolutions. He thought then, and 00¥, 
that he had never seen such a man as be then sa¥. 
He had justcome from the Virginia conventios, 
where all the greatness of Virginia was assembled 
—where there were three generations of men, C00 
stituting the choicest spirits of the Old Dominica. 
He heard them all. Still, the yearning desire 
which he had so early formed, to look upon whal 
he considered a great man in all respects, bad D0! 
been gratified. But when he entered the lobby 
the Senate chamber, and heard the Massachusel’ 
Senator speaking upon a subject involving ‘be 
true nature and genius of our institutions, and dis 
cussing the question then before the Senate wilt 
one of the most brilliant sons of the South, [Mr. 
Hayne,] he thought that he had, for once, loo 
upon a great man, in all parts and in all respecs 
After hearing that speech, the impression of a 
could never fade from his memory, he ge 
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which had ever fallen from him, and Mr. Web- 
ser’s works were his vade mecum. Such was his 
enthusiastic admiration of the man and his produc- 
tiens, that for years he slept with his speeches un- 
ger his head. He studied them over and over; 
and if God had vouchsafed to him any of that 
faculty by which one man could undersiand the 
yiews of another, he had it from him. If he had 
pot mistaken the whole principles of philosophy, 
currency, finance, and the political organization of 
this Government, as laid down in those works—if 
he bad searched those works truly—all which con- 
jemned those principles was to be found in the 
proposition for an exchequer. 

A Government bank, with a State rights feature 
incorporated in it,emanating from Daniel Web- 
ser! He (Mr. M.) had seen and heard strange 
things since he had been a member here; but this 
was the strangest of al] things he had ever been 

onto witness! Ifthe great Senator from 
Massachusetts, appointed Secretary of State by the 
late President (for whom all Whigs voted) to con- 
duct the delicate and difficult negotiations apper- 
taining to that portion of the Union whence he 
came, and whose confidence he enjoyed, chose to 
remain connected with the Cabinet in order to dis- 
charge the duty assigned to him, he (Mr. M ) ad- 
mired the firmness which induced him to remain 
and serve his country, in spite of the denunciations 
hurled against him. If the great Senator—and 
he preferred to callhim so, because it was in that 
character in which he first beheld bim—chose to treat 
with scorn and contempt those who, laying it 
down asthe law that the Cabinet should be dis- 
solved in toto, hurled themselves against him for 
maintaining his post and discharging his duty, not 
as the retainer of any man, but with a single eye 
to the obligations due to his country, he (Mr. M.) 
would be the last to denounce him, let orders to 
that effect come from what quarter they might. 
He well knew what it was to receive orders, and 
tohave the party scourge laid upon his free back. 
He admired the man who had the firmness to re. 
sist those orders;—but more of that hereafter. 

The Secretary of State, in his late speech, said 
(andsome thought sarcastically) that the motives 
of public men should be presumed to be pure. He 
(Mr. M.) would be the last person ever to presume 
impurity of motive against the Secretary of State. 
He had charged no man: he now meant to charge 
noman. It was no invention or argument of his 
own that he brought before the Honse. If his 
principles were wrong, the Secretary of State had 
aught them tohim. On him, therefore, let the 
blame rest. If the ideas he advocated were “obso- 
lete,” the Secretary of State taught him what was 
obsolete. 


By the exchequer, the Government was made to 
legislate under favor of the States’ permission. 
You are to pass a law, which is to be a law, or not, 
according to whether it shall be permitted by State 
sovereignties! Here wasto be a Government 
bank, under political direction, trading upon the 
revenues of the country, and ten millions besides, 
with a State-rights principle incorpgratec! Sucha 
measure as had never been heard of before! He 
could never go for it. Give him the law of 1789, 
under which the operations of the Treasury De- 
partment were now conducted—give him the sub- 
easury—give him everything else, piled up on 
one another, rather than this exchequer. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] taunt- 
ed the Committee of Ways and Means because 
they did not report a substitute for the exchequer. 
Why should they have done otherwise than pursue 
tbe course they took? Had the gentleman forgot- 
len what he (Mr. M.) heard him say (and the gen- 
leman would pardon him for declaring that he al- 
ways listened to everything which fell from his lips 
with the utmost attention) when he told the House 
that the Whig party, which once had so much life, 
that he would as soon think of striking a woman, 
or kicking a corpse, as of attacking i? Lion-like, 
be tarned off from the insignificance of the object. 

After a few more remarks in this behalf, 
aot distinetly heard, he proceeded as follows: 
We have you hung up—suspenditur per col- 

n—between heaven and earth, and fit for 
neither;” and I made bold to ask the gentleman 
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which of the two schemes was the scheme of the 
President; when I was answered by him that it 
was thatof the Secretary of State. Now, if this 
were true—if the gentleman had authority to speak 
on this subject, and tell this Congress, after the ex- 
perience he bad gained of the strong nature of this 
“fixed factin the Constitution,” that this proposi- 
tion, and no other, would be taken,—why, Mr. 
M. would ask, should the Committee of Ways 
and Means be expected to report any other? 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman was mistaken 
when he said that he had authority to speak for 
the Executive on that floor. 

Mr. M._ took it for granted that the gentleman was 
acquainted * with the designs of the Executive 
on this subject of the treasury. He had heard 
him say that he might be waked up at any hour of 
the night, and he would tell at once what John Ty- 
ler would do in regard toa bank of the United 
States. He had also heard him say to the Whig 
party that they should have this measure, and no 
other. Surely, the gentleman did not mean to say 
that his word was law to the House. He did not 
refer to his own power, when he spoke in that au- 
thoritative tone. Knowing the stubborn nature of 
the veto—and, by-the-by, he approved of that pow- 
er in the Constitution—he could, ef course, only 
suppose that he referred to the action of the Ex- 
ecutive, and spoke by authority. But why should 
the Committee of Ways and Means report any- 
thing else? To get another veto? Did the genile- 
man wish to place the Congress of the United 
States again in this predicament? Who did not 
remember the charges made against the Whig 
party at the last session—and for which he had no 
doubt they were condemned by the people—of le- 
gislating for the purpose of catching vetoes? Why, 
then, (said Mr. M.) should we report another plan, 
‘or amend this? The Secretary of State had said, 
*‘Don’t change this thing.’”” He knew his skill, and 
the tools he had used, and that it would work well. 
“Dont, therefore, (said he,) alter it in the least; but 
give us the thing we have sent you, and I pledge”— 
Oh! what a pledge—“I pledge my reputation that 
it will work well.” Why, then, (said Mr. M.) 
should we report another bill, and get anether veto? 
for another veto is inevitable if we do it. 


He had been charged in that House and ont of 
the House with being inclined ito surrender to Mr. 
Tyler the independence of Congress upon the sub- 
ject of the clause in relation to the public lands 
that was stricken out of the tariff bill (as he said) 
upon his motion, (thongh there seemed to be some 
obscurity upon that question.) When that ques- 
tion came up, as his own honor was involved, he 
would have that question explained. When that 
subject came up, it would be found whether he 
was inclined to surrender, so far as he was con- 
cerned, the independence of the legislative branch 
of the Government to the Executive power. 

On that question he differed honestly with some 
of the most distinguished men of his party; but 
here emphatically was a question of a surrender 
of the privileges of the House of Representatives. 
We have (said Mr. M.) sent plan after plan to the 
Executive, and they have been vetoed; we have 
been told that any law on this subject, according 
with our principles, will be vetoed; we have been 
told that the !egislative will on this subject must 
submit, and that we must take the law, and every 
letter of it, from the Executive. Tbis was nota 
question of the’veto power. Not atall. It wasnot 
here the question, whether, because the Executive 
vetoes a law, the Constitution shail be changed. 
Notat all. The question was, whether the Legis- 


lature should take the law draughted by the Execu-- 


tive, with every é doited and every ¢ crossed, or get 
no Jaw at all. 

Must they take the law as it came from him, 
and have no power to amend it? That was the 
question; and let it be expressly understood, that 
if the exchequer bill were passed by this Congress, it 
would be passed contrary to the principles of both 
parties. Dared he to vote upon a principle like 
this? Dared he to legislate under the dictation of 
the President of the United States? That Capitol 
might crumble to ruin over his head—the com- 
merce of the country might suffer ten thousand 
fold more than it was now suffering, ere he would 
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lend himself to any such proceeding. It was a 
question of liberty itself; and yet gent'emen were 
exceedingly anxious that the measure shou'd pass. 

He (Mr. Marstatt) would probably have an- 
other opportunity, before the 4th of March next, to 
continue his speech. He desired this to be under- 
stood as merely the exordium of the speech which 
he intended to make. [A laogh.] He had a 
great variety of matters to discourse upon, a great 
many thingsto say in relation to his course in Con- 
gress, and in relation to his very peculiar position, 
which he intended to define exactly. [A laugh } 
The gentlemen connected with the Administration 
on that floor were extremely anxious that this 
measure should pass. They had had a tolerably 
district annunciation upon this subject, the other 
day, from the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


He (Mr. M.) had suffered so much from mis- 
representation himself, that he would not willingly 
misrepresent any human being. He had not read 
the gentleman’s reported speech; but he had heard 
at least three-fourths of it. He cunsidered it as 
being a sort of half-jest, half-earnest affair—one 
that might be taken either way. He did not un- 
derstand the gentleman as announcing upon that 
floor, by authority of the President, that any one 
who expected to get office under John Tyler must 
vote fur this bill. But he certainly did understand 
the gentleman to say that the Whig party were as 
dead as a stone; that they had butted their 
brains out against the constitutional question; 
and that the Administration had thrown them off. 
He understood it to be, on the part of the President 
and bis administration, a distinct and final repudi- 
ation of the Whig party. The gentleman had 
announced one fact—which would, he feared, be 
found to be a fact, and a melancholy one—ihat 
there was now in the United States no man of suf- 
ficiently commanding character and patriotism—no 
man who, by his name and weight of character 
a'one, could rally around him, as around a com- 
mon centre, any party in this country. The gen- 
tleman had also declared that ihe proceedings of 
that body were but a continual struggle between a 
number of gentlemen in that House, whose name 
was Legion, and the President of the United States; 
and that, among this numerous host, there was not 
a single individual of such standing and stability 
as to draw with him the support of aparty. That 
the Democrats, divided as they now were, were in 
very great danger, by means of the “constitutional 
fact,” (against which the Whigs had butied their 
brains out,) to be placed in precisely the same fix. 
For there stood the same “constitutional fact,” 
and there stood the great party who had been sig- 
tally discomfited, and there was another great par- 
ty soon to be put hors ducombat. The ring was to 
be cleared. (A laugh.] He did not know who 
those gentlemen were whose name was Legion; he 
had no doubt they could easily be distinguished by 
the gentleman. Though they were marked as dis- 
tinctly as the little sheep so pathetically described 
by the gentleman from New York—though reject- 
edand driven from the folid—no one could blame 
them for castinga few wistful glances towards 
those they had left; and he had a sort of hope that, 
amid the divisions on the other side, and in the ex- 
ultation which an overwhelming majoti'y was so 
ant to inspire—believing, as they did, that the 
Whigs were dead—stone-dead—some of these days 
they might again look up, and recover their former 
standing. The gentleman from Massachuse‘is ap- 
parently desired to setile this great question for 
Congress, leaving them no ground to stand upon. 

It would, however, all thought, be a queer state of 
things to see a union between Mr. Tyler, Mr. 
Webster, and the Postmaster General. He spoke 
not now of the other members of the Cabinet, for 
he did not know them so well; he would not name 
the gentleman from Maine. Bat to unite either the 
Northern or Southern interest with Jobn Ty'er— 
my conscience, what a coalition it would be! If 
this should take place, and the gentleman from 
Virginia should be found amongst them, would he 
ever say anything more on that floor about coali- 
tion? 

A strange sight to see Mr. Van Buren associated 
with Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Webster! [A laugh.} 
But enough of this: let the Democracy stick tg 
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their principles, and leave the Whig party to take 
care of themselves. The principles they once held 
were righ: let them stick to their principles, and 
let the others stick to theirs; Jet the Administration 
go on as it chuse, it would be over ina little time; 
and, in his opinion, when it was ever, and the his- 
tory of this country came to be written, this Ad- 
ministration—for some of the members of which 
he felt the highest respect—would be a sort of 
parenthesis, [a laugh,}] which, on looking into the 
grammar books, would be found to be a passage 
which might be left out without injury to the sense. 
{Prolonged laughter. } 


He (Mr. M.) had held on to the Administration 
as long as he possibly could, as a Whig Adminis- 
tration; and he was one who believed that Mr. 
Tyler, although he had been called a traitor, and 
denounced for having deserted his party, honestly 
and sincerely disagreed in judgment, and enter- 
tained opposite sentiments from those of a majority 
of the Whig party. He believed Mr. Tyler to be 
a lower Virginian of the later platonic school. [A 
Jaugh.| He had never entertained the idea of Mr. 
Tyler being an out-and-out Whig, from the mo- 
ment of Gen. Harrison’s death. Mr. Tyler, if he 
knew anything of his history, was once a Jackson- 
man, and quitted the Administration party on ac- 
count of the difficulties which grew out of the 
questions of State rights and of Nallification. 
Mr. Tyler was a Jacksonman when he (Mr. M.) 
Was in Opposition to Gen. Jackson’s policy, and he 
was against Gen. Jackson when he (Mr. M.) was 
on his side. 

He was not at the Harrisburg convention, but 
he had swallowed the ticket agreed upon by the 
Whig party; he had taken it all down. Out of 
Congress, he always did whatever the Whigs told 
him. [A laugh.] And he would do so in Con- 
gress, if there was not a higher obligation resting 
upon him. With acertain class of politicians— 
politicians of the strict constructionist school— 
a passage from an old letter of Mr. Jefferson, of 
but three lines separated from the context, was of 
higher obligation then the Constitution itself. He 
never supposed that Mr. Tyler would give his as- 
sent to any bank sysiem, until he saw the mes- 
sage which recommended this exchequer plan. 
Never, until then, had he any hope that the Presi- 
dent would sign any bank bill. Whenever he heard 
Virginia politicians talking about the law of the land, 
and about the opinions of the fathers of that school 


of politics, he confessed that he always got seared. | 


Bat the new doctrine went still farther. The older 


politicians, if he understood them, never held such | 


doctrine. They were strict censtructionists, to be 
sure; but they never beld that the power to incor- 
porate a bank was unconstilutional because no 
such power was delegated by the Censtitution. 
What was the doctrine they now heard?) That the 
powers of this Government were supreme, abso- 
jute, and irresistible within the ten miles square; 
and that a law passed by Congress might be ex- 
tended io the States, by the assent of the State 
Legislatures; or, in other words, a law might be 
passed by compact between the General Govein- 
ment and the State Legislatures; and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts had endorsed that doctrine. 
He had not been aware of the existence of this doc- 
trine until within a few months; and yet, it appear- 
ed, it was one of the peculiar doctrines of this Ad- 
ministration. 

He had never heard the Democratic party take 
ibis ground, and on this point he and the Demo- 
cratic party agreed. Some of the Democfatic 
party, indeed, held that the incorporation of a na- 
tional bank was improper, as it gave an undue 
preference to individuals; ibai it made undae dis- 
crimination, giving to the stockholders the use of 
the public moneys, and placing them in a better 
condition than allother people. In this particular 
he and they differed; but wonld they, holding such 
doctrine, come forward now and give their suap- 
port to a government bank of this description? 
He thought they would not. 

Wheiher the Whig party would ever come into 
power again, or not, was only for Him who held the 
issues Of life and death to determine; he thought it 
exceedingly probable that, whether they did or not, 
he would not be permitted any longer to remain ia 


a anceps 


as 
ae 


ntact aanaditemeantamanaste sees nt CETL 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


their ranks; he would not be permitted lo bear 
arms, and to do battle in their ranks; but whether 
they rose or fell, it was in their power at least te 
fall with dignity. 

The Democratic party, he believed, felt them- 
selves strong enough to succeed in their own meas- 
ures without assistance. They had seen these 
gentlemen, whose name was Legion, dash their 
brains out against this fixed constitutional fact—out 
of revenge, probably, for having elected a Presi- 
dent of the United States who was of a different 
creed in politics. Cwsar had fallen in the capitol, 
and fallen at the very base of Pompey’s statue. 
There they lie disabled, and now they want De- 
mocracy to take them by the hand and raise them 
up. But Democracy says no! we willnothelp you, 
for we do not like you. We are not responsible for 
your disasters. 

Had it come to this? Had the gentleman from 
Massachusetts authority te make such a proposi- 
tion—to announce that Mr. Webster offers his name 
and his vast influence in favor of a Democratic 
candidate for the Presidency, whether he comes 
from the North or from the South, and to establish 
a Government bank, based on the public revenue, 
to be conducted by commissioners, bound by no 
responsibility save to the throne, and with the doc- 
trine of State rights stuck in the middle of the sys- 
tem? 

Here Mr. M. was interrupted—his hour hav- 
ing expired; but, before resuming his seat, he gave 
notice that he would, at the earliest opportunity, 
resume and continue his speech. No matter what 
the subject of debate might be, he intended to go 
right through with what he had to say. If genile- 
men chose (o be boisterous, he would imitate their 
example; and he believed he could use the lash as 
severely as they could. 

Mr. PROFFIT then obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to 

Mr. WM. W. IRWIN, who moved an adjourn- 
ment; but the yeas and nays being called for, and 
ordered, 

Mr. IRWIN, after two or three names had been 
called, by general consent withdrew his motion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Fitmore’s 
motion to print the two reports, and carried; leav- 
ing the motion to print the extra number of copies 
open, 

Pon motion by Mr. WM. W. IRWIN, 

The House adjourned. 


INSENATE. | 
Tuespay, January 10, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting, in compliance witha resolution of 
the Senate of the 13:h December, furiher informa- 
tion as to the operations of the bankrupt law; which, 
on motion of Mr. EVANS, was referred to the 
Judiciary Commitee, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Treasury Department, transmitting, in 





/ compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 


5th instant, a report made to the Treasury Depart- 
ment by the district attorney of the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, in relation to the cloth cases, 
in which an attempt was made to defraud the 
revenue. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved that the report be 
laid on the table, and printed. He would just say, 
that if, after the report was printed, and examined 


| by him, it shonld turn out to be the document asked 


SSE 


for, he would move for the printing of an addition- 
al number of copies; for those frauds on the rey- 


| enue should be spread befere the country, exposed, 


and puta stop to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN inguired whether the com- 
munication there made was not in relation to one 
of those cases now in litigation, and pending before 
one of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said it was possible that 
some one of the many cases might now be pending 
before the courts, though he did not know that 
there was. It was bis belief that there had been 
about forty trials of those cases before the courts 
and jury in the city of Philadelphia. They were 
all decided in favor of the United States; and all re- 
lated to a subject which it was not his wish to diy- 


cuss until he saw this report. But when it was 
presented, it would oe found that the time had . ; 
rived when it was necessary to take some decisive 
action on the subject. ve 

Mr. CRITTENDEN had no objection to th 
mode of action the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
proposed for himself; but a communication ~ 
made to bim that some of those cases were now ¢e. 
pending before the courts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked, that if any of 
those cases were depending before the ccuris, the 
had been carried up to the Supreme Court on, 
writ of error; though he did not know that aueh 
was the case. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, if the cases reporied 
to the Senate were depending in the Supreme Coy; 
it was not proper to publish the report until tho 
cases were decided finally. When cases were yp. 
dergoing trial in the court which was sitting unde; 
their chamber, it would not be proper to make g 
publication which might have effect on their de. 
cision. He understood, furthermore, that the par: 
ties believed that it was intended to prejudice these 
cases now pending, by getting up a debate in the 
Senate on them. He did not wish the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to understand that he would 
for a moment, entertain an idea that he would be 
capable of such an act. He did not believe that he 
was capable of doing anything of the kind; for he 
knew that if the Senator from Pennsylvania be. 
lieved that any of these cases were depending be. 
fore the court below, it would be far from his 
purpose to say or do anything that might prejudice 
them. It was the impression of the parties con- 
cerned, that there was some person of less conse: 
quence moving in an underhand manner to preju. 
dice the trials, by bringing about a debate in the 
Senate while the cases were pending. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said the Senator did him no 
more than justice, when he asserted that he would 
be incapable of doing anything which would pre- 
judice a case which might be under judicial in- 
vestigation before the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but even if any of these cases were there, (a 
fact of which he was not aware,) how, on the face 
of the earth, he would ask, could the printing of 
this report prejudice those cases? The report, as 
he understood, disclosed the means by which for- 
eign importers committed frauds upon the revenue 
of this country. It was a question ef law merely. 
It would be for the Committee on Printing to de- 
cide, under all the circumstances, whether the re- 
port should be printed. He knew nothing of ils 
contents, except what had been stated to him by 
others; he only knew that it emanated from a most 
respectable source. It bad been suggested to 
him that some legislation might be necessary to 
counteract those frauds which be had referred to; 
and he had merely asked for the printing of the 
report, that it might be examined by the Senate. 

The report was then ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depatl- 
ment, transmrilling statements from the incorporated 
banks in the District of Columbia, showing the 
state of their affairs at the close of the year 1342; 
which, on motion of Mr. MILLER, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ie 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Navy Department, transmitting, in co0- 
formity with the 20ih section of the act of Cou- 
gress of 26th August, 1842, a statement showing 
the expenditures out of the contingent fund of that 
department for the year ending 30th of September, 
1842; which was, on motion of Mr. BAYARD, ot 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communicalit 
from the Navy Department, in compliance with ® 
resolution uf the Senate of the 23d ultimo, s1¥!0s 
intormation of the number of pensions fur dist- 
bility which have been paid to seamen, of privates 
of the marine corps, since the passage of the act © 
August, 1841, &¢.; which, on motion of Mr. BAY- 
ARD, was ordered to lie on the table, and te 
printed. at 

Also, laid before the Senate a communicatio? 
from the Commissioner of the General La 


Office, transmitting, in compliance with 8 resolu 
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of the Senate of the 30th ultimo, a statement 
showing at what ofices public sales of lands have 
teen held since the 4th of September, 1841, (being 
the date of the passage of the distribution act,) 
and the total amount of money received at such 
gles, and what amount was paid over the mini- 
mum price of $l 25 per acie, &c.; which was, on 
motion of Mr. McROBERTS, ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented four memarials 
fom most respectable farmers of the State of Ken- 
icky, praying for the appointment of an agency 
for the purchase of hemp; and urging the propriety 
of having it manufactured there for the use of the 
navy of the United States: referred to the Commit- 
ee on Agriculture. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from mer- 
chants and others of the city of Boston, praying 
indemnity for spoliations committed by the French 

rot to 1800: ordered to lie on the table, with the 
pill on that subject. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
William Dupuyster and Henry M. Cruger; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill to ex- 
end the time of payment of the judgments against 
ibe Planters’ Bank of Mississippi, and the Agri- 
cultural Bank of Mississippi, and for other pur- 


Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill au- 
thorizing an examination and survey of the harbor 
of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which the memoria! of the 
corporate authorities of the town of Alexandria on 
the subject had been referred, reported a bill to 
amend the charter of the town of Alexandria; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. M. also, from the Committee on the Pest 
Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report on 
ihe petition of Danie] Murray, the surviving part- 
ner of Murray & Spencer; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. M. also, on leave, reported a bill for repa- 
ving and repairing Pennsylvania avenue, in Wash- 
ington city; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KERR, on leave, introduced a bill to ex- 
tend the Patent office to 9th street; which was read 
twice, and referred. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
ton‘ideration of a memorial from the city of New 
York, asking Congress to adopt the plan for a 
= as exchequer; and it was ordered to lie on 

labie. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
ticiary, to which was referred the petition of Rich- 
ud H. Wilde, praying that the benefits of the 
copyright law may be extended to a work which he 
s about to publish in Europe first, reported a bill 
forhis relief; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


Mt. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju 
iclary, to whom was referred— 


“A BILL to indemnify Major General Andrew Jackson for dam- 
age sustained in the discharge of his official duty. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
ho United Siates of America in Congress assembled, 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment be,and they are hereby, directed to ascertain the amount 
ofthe penalty or damages awarded by the district judge of the 
United States at New Orleans, in the year eighteen hundred 


8, against Major General Andrew Jackson, then com- . 


mander-in-chief of that district, for official acts in that it 
and paid by him at that aa! and that the sum so paid, with 
mierest at six per cent. per annum, be paid to Major General 
Andrew Jackson, out of any moneys in the treasury not other- 
Wise appropriated.”” 

made the following report: 

‘The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
teferred the bill to indemnify Major General An- 
dew Jackson for sustained in the dis- 
charge of his official duty, beg leave to submit the 
following report: 


“This bill.has been referred to the Committee 
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on the Judiciary, alter baving been made a special 
order in the Senate, and afier having undergone 
discussion there. It has been so referred generally, 
and without specifying the particular points of in- 
quiry, which were contemplated by the Senate io 
ordering the reference. The whole subject having 
been thus referred to their examination, with all 
the interesting questions which it includes, perhaps 
it may be considered to be the duty of the commil- 
tee, as the organ of the Senate in the preparatory 
examination of legal subjecis, to examine and re- 
port on those connected with the object of this ref- 
erence. 

“Yet, in the absence of any specific instructions 
from the Senate, and Icoking to the discussions which 
have led to the reterence of the bill, the committee 
have come to the cenelusion that they will best 
fulfil their duty to the Senate by reporting it with 
an amendment, placing the restoration of the fine 
imposed on General Jackson, by Judge Hall, on 
grounds which do not involve any censure of 
either of the parties in this by-gene transaction, 
nor in any degree arraign the conduct of the patriot- 
ic citizens of New Orleans; but simply protect 
the Senate from the possible inference that, in 
passing this bill, it has acknowledged the legal 
authority of a military officer to establish martial 
law within the limits of this free republic. ‘They 
accordingly report the bill with an amendment. 

“Strike out all after the enacting clause, and 
insert— 

“That, in consideration of the distinguished milita- 
ry services of Major General Andrew Jackson, in 
the defence of the city of New Orleans, and of the 
desire expressed by sundry citizens and Legisla- 
tures of this Union, in divers petitions and legisla- 
tive resolutions submitted to the Congress of the 
United States, the fine of $1,000 imposed upon 
Major General Andrew Jackson by the Hon. 
Dominick A. Hall, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
stored; and that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to pay to Major General Andrew Jackson 
the said sum of $1,000, with interest at six per 
cent. thereon, from the day of its payment by him, 
Out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

**Also, strike out the title of the bill, and insert 
‘A bill for the relief of Major General Andrew 
Jackson,’” 


Mr. WALKER, from the same committee, read 
the following; which he submaitted to the Senate as 
@ minority report, viz: 

“The undersigned, one of the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate of the United States, to 
whom was referred the bill to indemnify Major 
General Andrew Jackson for damages sustained in 
the discharge of his official duty, dissents from the 
views of the majority of the committee in this case. 
The bill referred to the committee contains no cen- 
sure of the conduct or motives of Judge Hall, nor 
does it express any opinion ss tothe acts of the 
citizens of New Orleans, Ii leaves all those sub- 
jects untouched, to depend upon the judgment of 
the present age and of posterity. The bill, 
should it become a law, will be only an expression 
of the legislative will, that, under all the circam- 
stances of the case, the money paid by Gen. Jack- 
son in discharge of his fine, and now retained in 
the treasury of the United States, should be refund- 
ed. Such a bill ar:aigns and censures no one. But 
the report of the committee, by the clearest impli- 
cation, in the opinion of the undersigned, does ar- 
raign the conduct of General Jackson in this case 
as subversive of the Constitution of the United 
States. The case does not necessarily involve the 
power of a military commander to “establish mar- 
tial law within the limits of this free republic.” 
This question, however, having béen introduced by 
the committee, the undersigned submits that, in 
time of war, and of imminent public danger, it may 
be the duty of the commander to arrest those re- 
garded as traitors, spies, or mutineers, within the 
limits of his camp; especially in cases where it was 
obviovs to him that his refusal to exercise such 
power would involve the disbanding of his forces, 
the defeat of his army, and the surrender of that 
army and of the country which he was bound to de- 
fend. The alternative, ashe fully believed, was to 
make the arrest, or the abandonment of his coun- 
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iry’s siandard, and the surrender of one of her 
greatest cities, to a power/ul enemy, whose motto 
of victory involved indivcriminate plunder and li- 
centious outage. Under such circumstances, 
should he make the arrest and save the country? 
To this question there will be bat one response 
from the heart of every true American patriot. 
That General Jackson, and those united with him 
in the defence of New Orleans, fully believed this 
emergency to exist, is beyond al! doubt or contro- 
versy. It, then, this was the state of the case, it 
was the duty of General Jackson to have made the 
arrest; and the act was not merely excusable, but 
justifiable. It was demanded by a great and over- 
ruling necessity; and had he failed to assume this 
responsibility, and the consequences which he an- 
ticipated bad occurred, he would bave merited and 
received universal execration. Such being the 
facts, was General Jackson bound to liberate the 
prisoner, immediately upon the mandate of the Fed- 
eral judge of that district? If, as Gen. Jackson be- 
lieved, the danger was still imminen'—that the lib- 
eration at that time of the prisoner would overthrow 
his power, and bring his authority as commander 
into contempt—that it wouldsurely produce a repe- 
tition of similar acts of mutiny and treason, and 
demonstrate his inability to restrain, much less to 
punish themi—that it would lead to the depopulation 
or defeat of his army, and the surrender of the city 
he was bound to defend; the same overruling: ne- 
cessity which justified the arrest, would require the 
detention of the prisoner until the emergency had 
passed, and he could be surrendered ‘with safety 
into the hands of the civil authority. The law 
which justified the act, was the great law of ne- 
cessity; it was the law of self-defence. This great 
law of necessity—of detence of self, of home, and 
of country—never was designed to be abregated by 
any statute, or by apy constitution. This was the 
law which justified the arrest and detention of the 
prisoner; and, however the act may now be as- 
sailed, it has long since received the cordial ap- 
probation of the American people. That General 
Jackson never desired to elevate the military above 
the civil authority, is proved by bis conduct during 
the trial, and after the imposition of this fine. 
When the magistrate ascended to the bench— 
acting for no contempt in the presence of the 
court—acling in his own case as prosecutor, 
witness, accuser, and judge; when the General’s 
answer was refused to be heard, and he was denied 
a trial by jury; when a victorious army, 
anda rescued and grateful people, thronged the 
cuurt, the terrified Judge was about to adjourn 
the court without inflicting the sentence,—General 
Jackson rose; he quieted the threatened tumult; re- 
quested the Judge to proceed; the sentence was im- 
posed; he bowed, in a calm and dignified submis- 
sion to the mandate of the law, and paid, at once, 
the penalty inflicted for saving the country. And 
when, upon retiring from the court, he was sur- 
rounded by a grateful and indignant people, his 
brief, but glorious address was an appeal to all 
who heard him to respect the civil tribunals, and 
maintain the supremacy of the law. And now the 
question is, shall this penalty, thus incurred in dis- 
charge of asolemn duty, and thus paid, be paid, 
or refunded? The title is, “A bill to indemnify 
Major Genera! Andrew Jackson for damages sus- 
tained in the discharge of his official duty.” The 
title is in strict conformity with the facts of the 
case, and, in the opinion of the undersigned, should 
be retained. The committee, however, propose to 
reject it, and to substitute, as a title, “A bill for 
the relief of General Andrew Jackson.” General 
Jackson has never solicited, nor will he ever re- 
ceive, such relief. He is no mendicant; he asks 
no alms, or pension, or bounty, from his country: 
but that country itself demands that this money 
shall be refanded as an act of justice. It was a 
penalty incurred for saving the country, and the 
country requires that it shall be restored. Nor is 
the undersigned prepared to give the reasons as- 
signed in the bill for refunding this money. The 
bill places the restoration of the penalty mainly 
upon the “consideration of the distinguished mili- 
tary services of General Jackson.” This bill is 
not a payment for services, however great or mer- 
itorious. These services ate being paid in the 
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approbation of bis conscience and of his country, 
in the glorious result of bis immortal victories on 
a frontier saved from savage fury and from indis- 
criminate massacre, in the rescue of New Orleans 
and the reconquest of Louisiana and of its noble 
river; paid in closing our late eventfal struggle 
with glory and renown; paid in the highest honors 
and offices which a gratefal people could bestow; 
and, through ages to come, posterity will continue 
the paymeniin graiitude and praise, re-echoed by 
countiess millions throughout this great republic, 
and in every country and inevery land where our 
principles shall ge on, conquering and to conquer, 
striking down the thrones of despots, and erecting 
upon their ruins the giorious fabric of the people's 
will. And are these the services which it is now 
proposed to cempensate by the payment of this 
palizy sum, in a bill for the relief of General 
Andrew Jackson? It is nota bill for relief, but 
for indemnity; not a payment for services, buia 
restoration of money unjustly withheld; and in no 
other view can it receive the support of 


“R, J. WALKER.” 


Mr. BERRIEN moved that the report of the 
committee, and the bill, as amended, be printed; 
which motion was put, and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the report of the 
minority of the committee was ordered to be print- 
ed, and appended to the report of the majority. 

Mr. LINN moved that 20,000 copies extra be 
printed of both reporis. 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that that motion would 
lie over, under the rule, for the present. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana was under:tood to say 
that it seemed to him that the motion was not then 
in order, as the question of printing the report was 
disposed of. They had that moment ordered the 
reports to be printed; consequently, this was a new 
and independent motion, which would have to go 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAYARD said the motion would have to 
go to the Committee on Printing. 

The CHAIR was understood to say that the 
views of the minority were nol, strictly speaking, 
a report; and not being such, the motion to print 
should properly bave been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing; but there being no objection at 
the time, the question was puton the motion to 
print, and decided in the effirmative without dis- 
sent; which was tantamount to a unanimous vote. 

Mr. LINN remarked, that the question was now 
on oidering an additional quantity to be printed. 
The motion to print the usual quantity, as a report, 
was already decided; and the question could not 
be revived, without it was strictly a report, in the 
sense of the rule. The Senate having decided ty 
that vote that it was a report, the question to print 
ab additional quantity was exempted fer the opera- 
tion of the rule which required ihe motion to be 
referred to the Committee on Priating. 

The CHAIR was understood to say thal, as a 
repori, it was not necessary to refer the motion to 
print to the Commitiee on Printing. 

Mr. EVANS said there was no objection to 
printing the usual quantity of a report; but, the 
motion to print an additional quantity being an 
independent resolution, must lie over one day, 
under the rule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Linx] to let the motion lie 
over till to-morrow, and call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to print; for it was evident that no 
bill would pass this session to indemnify General 
Jackson. 

Mr. LINN modified his motion to 10,000 copies, 
instead of 20 000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN supposed the Senator from 
Missouri could get over all the difficulty Ly letting 
it lie over till to-morrow morning, when it would 
not be necessary to ask for the unanimous consent 
to pass upon the motion. 

Mr. LINN yielded to the suggestion; and the 
motion was laid over till \o-morrow. 

Several bills from the House were then read 
twice, and referred to appropriate committees. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Baracw, was taken up and adopted, viz: 


“Resolved, That the Secre of War be directed to inform 
the Senate why the appropriation made by Congress, at the 
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last session, for Fort Livingston, in the State of Louisiana, has 
been withheld from the officer superintending the construction 
of that work; and, alao, by virtue of what law, or by whose au- 
thority, said appropriation was withheld; and whe:her the ap- 
propriation has been expended on any of the military defences 
of the country; and, also, that he inform the Senate whether the 
completion of Fort Livingston is not indispensably necessary to 
the military defence of New Orleans.” 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Conrap yesterday, was taken up and adopted, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much 
of the act, entitled “‘An act respecting the organization of the 
army, and for other purposes,’’ passed August 23, 1842, as pro- 
vides that the second regiment of dragoons shall, from and after 
the 4th day of March next, be converted into a regiment of ri- 


flemen, ". 
OREGON BILL. 

The CHAIR announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday—the bill authorizing the occupa- 
tion and settlement of the Territory of Oregon. The 
pending question was on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LINN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 


Mr. CALHOUN inquired if there was not a 
proposition pending at the adjournment yesterday? 


Mr. BAYARD observed that he had had some 
idea yesterday of presenting an amendment which 
would obviate the difficulty now likely to impede 
the passage of the bill; but at that stage of the pro- 
ceedings it could be adopted only by unanimous 
consent. Since then, he had thought more about the 
matier, and should now decline moving the amend- 
ment. It was one of the most delicate and difficult 
questions to touch upon. There was no doubt as 
to the propriety of encouraging our citizens to set- 
tle in that country, nor as to the propriety of estab- 
lishing fortifications; butas to making appropria- 
tions of portions of the territory, what had been 
said by the Senator from South’ Carolina and the 
Senator from Massachusetts yesterday, had placed 
the subject in a very strong light. As, under ex- 
isting arrangements, the territory was 'o be used in 
common for the purposes of trade, the question 
which now arose was, whether they could, with 
any propriety, under the existing relations between 
this Government and Great Britain, adopt such a 
bill as this, anless the provision regarding the 
grants of land te settlers be stricken out. If that 
portion of the bill were stricken out, he (Mr. B ) 
would, with great cheerfulness, vote for the estab- 
lishment of fortifications. He would not, however, 
at present, offer any amendment. 


Mr. CALHOUN observed that the Senate, from 
some cause or other, was exceedingly thin—too 
much so, he thought, to permit the question to be 
iaken at present. He had waited in expectation 
that other views than his would be stated; but it 
appeared that no one at present was inclined to 
continne the debate. His wish wasto reply to 
any objections which might be offered in relation 
to what he had said on the subject yesterday; being 
entitled, as he thought, to close the debate. He 
was anxious, too, that the few remarks which he 
intended to make in conclusion should be heard 
by the whole Senate; he would move, therefore, 
(and he hoped the motion would meet the concur- 
rence of the Senate,) that the further consideration 
of this subject be postponed until to-morrow. 

It was accordingly postponed. 

Senate bill No. 34, providing for ascertaining 
and disposing of the lead-mineral lands in the 
States of Illinois and Arkansas, and Territories of 
Wisconsin and Iowa, and for other purposes, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana, chairman of the Com- 
mitiee on Public Lands, observed that he would 
offer two sets of amendments; one sel proposed by 
himself, on the part of the committee, and the other 
suggested by the Secretary of War; but with regard 
to which be would merely state his opinion, leav- 
ing the Senate to act upon them. Mr. 8S. then ex- 
plained the amendments he recommended, many 
of which were merely verbal alterations. One was 
to extend the time forentry at the minimum price, 
after the lots were offered for public sale, from two 
to three years. Another was to substitute the 
words “mineral lands” for “lead mines.” 

All the amendments recommeaded by the com- 
mittee were adopted. 


Mr. S. then submit'ed the amendments SUggesied 
by the Secretary of War. 

One was, to include with lead minerals, “or org, 
of copper and zinc” Another, to increase 
misimum price at which the lands were to be oy. 
fered at public sale, from $5 to $10. 


Mr. SMITH stated that he did not approve o 
these amendments, but would leave the ma: 
with the Senators from Illinois and the Senate, 

Mr. YOUNG siated that there were Strong ob. 
jections to both. As to copper and zinc, he kney 
of no mines of that nature in Lilineis. He beliey. 
ed, some years ago, a copper mine was opened 
within the border of Wisconsin, which at first, j; 
was supposed, would realize considerable 
and he understood good prices were obtained fo 
the land in consequence of it. But the speculation 
was subsequently found unprofitable, and it came 
to nothing. As to the increase of price, it wonid 
be most injurious. He would rather see the price 
reduced from $5. 

Mr.SMITH concurred with the Senator from 
Illinois, that the amendments ought not to be ado 
ed. He thought the price of the lands for public 
sale sufficiently high, under all the circumstances, 
There might be instances in which $100, or 450 
an acre, would not be too much; but, in the great 
mass of cases, $5 would be found a sofficiently 
high average. The House of Representatives had, 
indeed, set it down much lower—at $2 50; whieh 
was doubied by the Senate. 

Mr. YOUNG explained, tha', in nine cases out 
of ten, the lois bought on speculation as mineral 
lands were finally turned into mere farming lots, 
and the pursuit of minerals was given up as too 
unprofitable. It was not more than one in ten of 
those speculations that made money. 

Mr. McROBERTS concurred with his colleague, 
and objected to thore amendments, 

Mr. SMITH said he should not, of course, 
press the amendments, as they were not approved 
of by the Senators from Illinois, who understood 
the subject so well. 

Mr. CALHOUN made a suggestion, that per- 
haps it would be proper to fix the minimum price 
for public sale much higher than at present; and 
then to make a rapid reduction for private entry. 
It was understood that, for some mineral lots, $100 
an acre would not be too much. An opportunity 
might be given to obtain, by cempetition, at pub- 
lic sale, as high a price as possible; and, if the lots 
were not disposed of at public sale, they could be 
passed rapidly into private hands, at the minimum 
price fixed by the bill. He merely made the sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. YOUNG asked the Senators from Missouri 
what price the mineral lands of that State were 
sold for? 

He was answered that they were sold for the 
ordinary price of $1 25 per acre. 

After a few more observations from Messrs. 
YOUNG, SMITH, WOODBURY, and LINN, 
the two amendments were negatived. 

Mr. YOUNG submitted a few amendments; 
some of which were adopted, and some negatived. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and 
the amendments were concurred in. It was then 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The CHAIR announced the special orders of 
the day. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana huped the Senaie 
would indulge him by allowing the Senate bill No. 
41 to be taken up. It was a bill for the relief of a 
widow, who had, by mistake, made a wrong enlly 
of an 80-acre lot in Missouri. 

The Senate assenting, the bill was taken up, 
entitled “A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Monroe;” 
and was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
lime. 

As the first of the special orders, the bill for the 
relief of William De Buys, postmaster at New 
Orleans, was taken up, and considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole; but no amendment being of- 
fered, it was r ported back; and on the question 
ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading— 

Mr. KING asked for some explanation as 
its being in conformity with the purpose and 
jects of the law of 1840, regulating the salaries 
emoluments of postmasters. 
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Mr. CONRAD said he wosid rezd part of the 


1840 
act of master of New O:leans was entitled to the 


mom salary allowed by the act—g5,000—on ~ 


tbe ground that the commission on the receipts 
of the office would amount to more, if that was 
pot the limited sum. In 1841, in consequence of 
removal of the effice toa more convenient lo- 
cation for the public, and other expenses, the 
aster was out of pocket $650; that is, he did 
A pot receive the full salary, which was deficient 
that sum. The object of the bill was to allow him 
f io repay himself out of the box rents. 
Mt The bill, without further opposition, was order- 
S, oj to be engrossed, and read a third time. 
The other special orders of the day were post- 
ned; and the following Senate and House bills 
were taken up, and ordered to be engrossed, and 
read athird time. 
Senate bill 53, for the relief of Warebam Kings- 


a bill 567, for the relief of Snow Y. Sears. 
House bill 511, for the relief Joshua Drew. 
Senateibill 60, to re-enact and continue in opera- 

tion the several acts now in force for the relief of 

iasolvent debtors of the United Siates, was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that this was an ex- 
ension cf the act already in existence, for three 
years longer. It bad been reported in conformity 
with the recommendation of the Treasury Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. BENTON adveried to the anomaly present- 
ed by this bill. It came from the same committee 
which had reported in favor of a bankrupt law 
which was to annul the insolvent laws of the States 
of this Union. The insolvent laws of the Siates 
were set at naught, and attempted to be quashed 
by a oankrupt law, which itself was nothing buta 
great insolvent law for the abolition of debis. 
This Fill, too, is for the relief of insolvent debtors, 
Mr. B. showed how bankruptcy and insolvency 
were identified both by the committee and the judi- 
ciaty. He referred to Judge Story’s opinions, and 
showed how inconsistent they were with the defini- 
tion of bankruptcy as laid down by Eaglish jurists, 
particularly Judge Blackstone. 

Alter an extensive review of the whole subject 
of bankruptcy and insolvency, Mr. B. concla- 
ded by saying he had not risen to oppose the 
present bill, (for be did not know anything 
about it till it came up,) but to point out 
the anomaly of the same committee that recom- 
mended a bankrupt law to expunge the insol- 
vent laws of the States, now bringing forward a 
law for the relief of the insolvent debtors of the 
United States. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that this wasa_ bill 
loenable the Treasury D-pariment to permit debt- 
ors to the United States, in certain cases, to take 
ibe benefit of an insolvent law. 

Mr. CHOATE eulogized and defended the char- 
acier of Judge Story, and explained what he con- 
ceived that judge’s expressions amounted to, as to 
cases of insolvency being admissible in a constitu- 
tional bankrupt law adapted to this covntry. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
BENTON and BERRIEN; and, at Mr. WOOD. 
BURY’S request, the communication from the 
Treasury Depattment requiring a re-enactment 
of the law was read. 


Mr. WOODBURY conceived that the bankrupt 
law, if continued, would reach to all the cases 
necessary; if it was repealed, the re-enactment of 
this law would be proper. As long as the bank- 
rapt law was in existence, this renewal of the insol- 
Vent law was unnecessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON was of the same opinion. 
Debtors to the United States could be discharged 
under the bankrapt law, which makes provision 
for such cases. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that there were many 
cases which could not be disposed of, unless this 
bill was passed; for instance, cases of custom- 
house bonds , 

_Mr. WOODBURY assured the Senator that, 
since the passage of the bankrupt law, debtors to 
the United States had resorted to it in preference 
to the insolvent law, because it was cheaper. He 


which did; and thes 4e explained that | 
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suggested that this bill might be laid over till the 
end of the session. It would by that time be 
known what was to be done with the bankrupt 


law. 

Mr. BERRIEN weuld have no objection to the 
postponement, were it not that it was considered 
necessary the bill should be passed, to meet cases 
which otherwise could not be disposed of. [t was 
a beneficent law, and could do no harm. 

Th? bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 





On motion of Mr. BATES, the Senate adjourned. | 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 10, 1842. 


Mr. BARTON presented the following peti- | 


tions: 

One of several hundred citizens of Jefferson and 
Berkeley cousties, Va, remonstrating against mili- 
tary rule over the armory at Harper’s Ferry. 


Of E. A. Hibbard, of Winchester, Va., agent | 


for the Baltimore Clipper and Sun, asking leave to 


convey newspapers on railroads without hindrance 


from the Post Office Department. 


Of the heirs of James Greer, praying for com- 


pensation for inventing a highly useiul mode of 
boring gun barrels. 

Mr. CASEY prerented the petition of Jane 
Hanson, of Illinois, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Missouti presented the pe- 
tition of George Wallis, praying compensation for 
cattle killed by the Sac, Fox, and Iowa Iedians. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of 
Onslow Stearns and 347 others, citizens of Hills- 
borough county, New Hampshire, principally of 
the towns of Nashua and Nashville, praying for 
the repeal! of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. ATHERTON, niader the rule, presented 
the petition of Elisha Morrill, attorney of John 
Peters and Sarah Farnum, for title to land. 

Mr. CROSS presented a memorial of the Legis- 


lature of the State of Arkansas, arking an appro- | 


priation for the completion of a road partially con- || 


strucied by the United States, from Red river to the 
southern boundary of Missouri. 

Mr. C. gave notice that he would ask leave to 
introduce a bill to be entitled An act to authorize 
the Governor of Arkansas to select six sections of 
land for the use of salines, under the sixth proposi- 
tion of the act for the admission of said Siate into 
the Union. 

Mr. STOKELY presented the petition of Joseph 


L. Righter, Jonathan T. Updegraffi, and 82 men; | 


and of Jane Robinson and Elizabeth Heaton, awd 





97 women of Mount Pleasant, in Obio, against the | 


annexation of Texas, and the admission of any 
new slave State, and of any abridgment of the 
right of petition: referred to ihe Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Wm. Robinson, Isaac Wa- 
termav, and 72 o her men; and of Julia Ann Job, 
Rebecea T. Updegraff, and 82 other women; for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
and the Territcries of the United States, and the 
domestic slave trade: rejected under the 21st rule. 

Also, the petition of the same persons against any 
more of the public revenue paid by the free States 
being expended in carrying on the war in Florida, 
orin the settlement of Florida: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Missouri gave noiice that 
he would introduce a bill allowing a reasonab!e 
time to the register and receiver of the land office in 
the Platte land district, in Missouri, to adjust the 
pre-emption claims in said district, before the lands 
were offered at public sale. 

Mr. REYNOLDS presented the joint resolution 
of the General Assembly of the State of I}linois, 
praying the remission of a fine of $1,000, which 
was unjustly imposed on General Jackson in 1815, 
at New Orleans. Said resolution requests the de!e- 
gation in Congress from Illinois to use their exer- 
tions to procure the passage of a law to effect the 
above object. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. FILLMORE asked leave to report sundry 

bills from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
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Mr. EVERETT objected; bat, after some con- 
versation, withdrew his objection. 

Mr. FILLMORE then reported a bill making 
arpropriations for the naval service of the United 
States for the half calendar year ending on the 
30ih June, 1843, and for the fiscal year ending 
June 20th, 1844: read twice, referred to the Com- 
mittee ef the Whcle on the state of the Union, and 
(together with the accompanying papers) ordered 
to be printed, 

Also, reported a bill making appropriations for 








fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various tribes . 


of Indians, and for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department for the half calen- 
dar year ending June 30'h, 1843, and for the fiscal 
year ending June 30th, 1844: read twice, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Also reported, from the same committee, a bill 
making appropriations for pensions for the half 
calendar year ending Jone 30'h, 1843, and for the 
fiscal year ending June 30ih, 1844: read twice, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said that at the last ses- 
sion a joint resolution (No. 13) reported by him- 
self was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. As this resolution rela- 
ted to certain treaty stipulations, which were about 
to expire by limitation, and as it was important 
that it should be decided this session, he moved 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged 
from its further consideration; and, in order that 
the House might take ac.ion upon it, he also 
moved that it be made the special order for this day 
week, ‘ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO inquired if the motion was 
jn order? ° 

The SPEAKER said, No. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO hoped that the regular or- 
der of business would be observed. 

Mr. EVERETT inquired what was the regular 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER said, after the committees were 
called on for reports, the business of the morning 
hour (General Jackson’s fine) would come up. 

Mr. EVERETT said he should object to every 
species of business whatever, until the question of 
the repeal of the bankrupt law should have been 
decided. 

Mr. KENNEDY sill insisting on his motion, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO withdrew his objection; 
which was renewed by Mr. EVERETT. 

Mr. KENNEDY ihen moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. MERIWETHER called for the reading of 
the resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the President of the Unised States be, and he is here- 
by, requested, whenever he shall deem it compatible with the 
public interest, to make known to the Governments of Den- 
mark, Sweden, the Hanseatic Republics, Prussia, Austria, and 
Russia, in conformity with the stipulations of the exiatin, 
commercial treaties between said Governments and the Uni 
States, the desire and intention of this Government to ter- 
minate such commercial treaties now in force between said 
Governments and the United States as have contracted to 
allow the parties thereto to import on equal terme, as regards 
duties on merchandise and tonnage, each into the ports of the 
other, goods, wares, and merchandise, other than those of the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of the nation in whose ves- 
sels the same are borne. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That, in all future ne- 
gotiations which may be opened with the aforesaid Govern- 
ments, or with any other, it is the policy of the Unived States to 
confine the privilege of recijroca! importation on equal terme 
as to goods and shipping, to goods, wares, and merchandise the 
product of the countries from whence and in whose ships they 
are imported, or the product of such contiguous countries 
thereto as usually carry on their foreign commerce through the 
ports of the same.” 

Mr. CUSHING inquired wheiher the gentle- 
man [Mr. J. P. Kennepy]) proposed to leave an- 
other resolution reported at the same session, in 
relation to our trade with Great Britain, and still 
before the Commitee of the Whole, unacted on. 

Mr. KENNEDY said he was not aware that the 
resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Cusnine] was before the Committee of the 
Whole. He supposed the gentleman referred to 
his report on colonial trade. He (Mr. K.) was 
willing to have the committee discharged from the 
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consideration of that resolution also, and modified 
his motion accordingly. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, in order to admit the motion of 
Mr. Kennepy. The House refused to suspend— 
ayes 70, noes 52—not two-thirds. 
IMPEACHMENT OF THE PRESIDENT OF 

THE UNITED STATEs. 

Mr. BOTTS rose and inquired of the Chair 
whether the proposition which he had given notice 
of his intention ‘o submit on yesterday, could be 
now received and entertained as a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BOTTS then said that he came prepared to 
acquit himself of the pledge which he was under, 
to prefer charges against the acting President of 
the United States. 

Here Mr. EVERETT arose and inguired if he 
was to understand the Chair as deciding that the 
proceeding on the part of the gentleman trom Vir- 
ginia was in order at that time. 


The SPEAKER replied that he had so decided. | 


The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Borrs,] in 


bringing forward articles of impeachment, pre- | 


sented to the House a high constitutional question, 
and one which was privileged. 

Mr. EVERETT said, as he desired to take the 
sense of the House upon this point, he would 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

r. CUSHING asked for the yeas and nays on 
the appeal. 

Mr. WISE. 
House. 

Mr. BOTTS inquired whether he was to under- 
stand the gentlemen [Messrs. Wise and Cosninc] 
as objecting to the consideration of the motion he 
had made? 

* Several voices: “No.” 

The bustle prevailing throughout the hall about 
this time having subsided, 

Mr. BOTTS resumed the remarks he had begun. 
He said that be proposed to introduce charges of 
corruption, of mal-conduct in office, of high crimes 
and misdemeanors, committed by the acting Presi- 
dent of the United States—charges which he stood 
prepared to prove, by testimony the most conclu- 
sive. He asked that the House might appoint a 
commitiee to investigate the charges, and to report 
what course it was proper to pursue. He was 
himself prepared to prove every charge which he 
should bring against the President. He not only 
asked, but he DEMANDED au Opportunity of making 
these charges good. Were he to come here as the 
humblest citizen of the Republic, and declare his 
readiness to prove them, he would claim the priv- 
ilege of doing so as such; much more so, then, did 
he claim, and insist upon it, as the Representative 
of fifty thousand people. It was his highest con- 
stitutional privilege. Ooe hundred members of this 
House had declared, and placed it on record, that 
Jobn Tyler had committed impeachable offences. 
He (Mr. B.) had so declared; and he considered it 
due to bis own personal honor and reputation that 
he should be permitted to prove the trath of what 
he asserted. He was not one of those who dealt in 
vague and general charges, but would not come up 
and put their assertions in a tangible form. He made 
no charges which he was not prepared to sustain 
with the most conclusive proof. Since his first 
agitation of this subject at the last session, he had 
been deeply reflecting and deliberating upon it; and 
the more he reflected, the more imperative appear- 
ed his duty to make these charges. In doing so, 
he must declare that, so far from being actuated by 
a desire to render himse!f conspicuous before the 
country, and place bimself ahead of those on that 
floor whose lead he generally followed, and whom 
he would be proud to follow on this as on other 
subjects, he must be permitted to declare that this 
was the most painful duty be had ever undertaken 
to perform. He declared that he was actuated 
alone by the obligations which rested upon bim. 
He knew not how long he should be a member of 
the House of Representatives. If the ability of 
the Legislature of his State was equal to their good- 
will towards him, he should not sit here long; 
[!aughter;] but he could not retire to private life, 
unless he had first discharged this sacred duty. 
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Executive hereafler trampling under foot ail opposi- 
tion—the independence of the Legislature sacri- 
ficed—the energies of the people relaxed into list- 
lessness at Executive encroachment and obedience 
to his will;—should he witness such a state of 
things in this country, he would have the satisfac- 
tion, with a proud heart and erect bearing, that he, 
for one, at least, had endeavored to arrest it. 

Here Mr. EVERETT rose to a question of or- 
der. He said he bad taken an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, by which the gentleman 
[Mr. Borrs] was allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BOTTS asked if the gentleman was not too 
late with his objection? 

The SPEAKER said no. 
a right to insist on his appeal. 

Mr. BOTTS said he was recognised by the 
Chair, and inquired whether his resolution cou!d 
not be entertained as a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr._BOTTS was proceeding with his remarks 
before the gentleman [Mr. Evererr] made his 
objection, and he submitted whether the gentle- 
man was not too late in taking an appeal. 

Mr. EVERETT insisted upon his position. He 
was anxious to have the bill to repeal the bank- 
ruptlaw taken up and disposed of. 


Mr. BOTTS said that if the gentleman appre- 
hended that his resolution would consume too 
much of the time of the House, he was prepared to 
submititin such aform as would render it not 
liable to the least objection. The whole subject 
migit then be disposed of ia fifteen minutes. 

Mr. EVERETT observed that he did not, at first, 
know the object the gentleman had in view; and, 
therefore, lisiened awhile to his remarks, till he 
learned what it was. He then immediately rose, 
and appealed from the decision of the Chair. It 
was with great reluctance that he interrupted the 
gentleman, but he felt desirous that the business of 
the House should not be delayed by any collateral 
matier. There were two subjects now before the 
House, on which debate was going on; and he was 
for bringing both those subjects to a close as soon 
as possible. The Speaker had decided that this 
was a privileged question, and from that deeision 
he appealed. If the House decided against the 
appeal, then the gentleman from Virginia could 
go on with his remarks. 


The SPEAKER had no doubt that, if the gen- 
tleman from Vermont insisted on his point of 
order and the appeal, he must put the question 
on it. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question; and, 
at the request of Mr. GILMER, repeated his deci- 
sion, and the point of order and appeal! of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont. 


Mr. WISE asked if any motion was made in 
writing. If so, he should like to have it read, in 
order that he might judge for himself when he came 
to vote. 

Mr. BOTTS said that he would read it himself. 

Mr. WISE wished the Clerk to read it. 

Mr. BOTTS replied that he would rather read it 
himself, as be understood his own writing better 
than anybody else did. 

Mr. B. then began reading, and had read but a 
few passages, when 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia expressed a wish that 
the gentleman would read from the Clerk’s table. 
We can’t (said he) bear a word in this part of 
the House. 

Mr. BOTTS. I will take a position where the 
gentleman can here me, [going toa seat further 
back in the circle.] Mr. B. then read the follow- 
ing charge: 

“I do:mpeach John Tyler, Vice President, acting 
as President of the United States, of the following 
high crimes and misdemeanors: 

‘1. I charge him with gross usurpation of power 
and violation of law, in attempting to exercise 
a controlling influence over the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, by ordering the pay- 
ment of amounts of long standing, that bad been 
by them rejected for want of legal authority to 
pay, and threatening them with expulsion from 
office unless his orders were obeyed; by virtue of 
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which threat, thousands were drawn from the pub. 
lic treasury without the authority of law. 

“2. I charge him with a wicked and 
abuse of the power of appointment to, and remo 
from, office; first, in displacing those who Were 
competent and faithful in the discharge of their 
public duties, only because they were supposed to 
entertain a political preference for another; and 
secondly, in bestowing them on Creatures of };. 
own will, alike regardless of the public welfare anq 
bis daty to the country. 

“3. I charge him with the high crime and misde. 
meanor of aiding to excite a disorganizing anj 
revolutionary spirit in the country, by placing og 
the records of the State Department his objections 
to a law, as carrying no constitutional obligation 
with it; whereby the several States of this Union 
were invited to disregard and disobey a law of 
Congress, which he himself had sanctioned and 
sworn to see faithfully executed, from which 
nothing but disorder, confusion, and anarchy cap 
follow. 

“4. 1 charge him with being guilty of a high 
misdemeanor, in retaining men in office for months 
after they have been rejected by the Senate a; 
unworthy, incompetent, and unfaithful, with ay 
utter defiance of the public will, and total indiffer. 
ence to the public interests. 

“5. I charge bim with the high crime and misée. 
meanor of withholding his assent to laws undispen. 
sable to the just operations of government, which 
involved no constitutional difficulty on his pari; of 
depriving the Governmentof all legal sources of 
revenue; and of assuming to himself the whole 
power of taxation, and of collecting duties of the 
people without the authority or sanction of law. 

‘**6. I charge him with an arbitrary, despotic, 
and corsupt abuse of the veto power, to gratify his 
personal and political resentments against the Sen- 
ate of the United States, for a constitutional exer- 
cise of their prerogative, in the rejection of his 
nominees to office, with such evident marks of in- 
consistency and duplicity as leave no room to 
doubt his disregard of the interests of the people, 
and his duty to his country. 


“7, I charge him with gross official. misconduct, 
in having been guilty of a shameless duplicity, 
equivocation, and falsehood, with his late Cabinet 
and Congress, which led to idle legislation, and 
useless public expense; and by which he has 
brought such dishonor on himself as to disqualify 
him from administering the Government with ad- 
vantage, honor, or virtue, and for which alone he 
would deserve to be removed from office. 

8. I charge bim with an illegal and unconsti- 
tutional exercise of power, in instituting a commis- 
sion to investigale the past transactions under a 
former administration of the custom-house in New 
York, under the pretence of seeing the laws faith 
fully execated—with having arrested the investiga- 
tion at a moment when the irquiry was to be made 
as to the manner in which those laws were execu- 
ted urder his own administration—with having di- 
rected or sanctioned the appropriation of large 
sums of the public revenue to the compensation of 
officers of his own creation, without the authority 
of law; which, if sanctioned, would place the en- 
tire revenues of the country at his disposal. 

“9, I chafge him with the high misdemeanor of 
having withheld from the Representatives of the 
people information called tor, aud declared to be 
necessary to the investigation of stupendous frauds 
and abuses alleged to have been committed by 
agents of the Government, both upon individuals 
and the Government itself, whereby he himself be- 
comes accessary to those frauds.” 

Mr. BOTTS then said that he wished to connect 
no man or setof men with his fame on this resola- 
tion. He wished no man to commit himself on it 
till be had an opportunity of proving the trath¢ 
his charges. 

Mr. WISE interrupted his colleague, and asked 
for the reading of the proposition founded on the 
charges. He did not wish to hear the gentleman’: 


speech till he wasin possession of the whole subject. 
Mr. BOTTS submitted that the matter was 20 
within the centrol of his colleague. 
The SPEAKER requested the gentleman to su 
mit his motion to the House; when 
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